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MISSISSIPPI. 

Sallie Millsaps to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, Miss., in place 
of Sallie Millsaps. Incumbent's commission expired May 7, 
1910. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Robert F. Emerson to be postmaster at East Rochester, N. H. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 

NEW YORK. 

Frederick Rohde to be postmaster at Stapleton, N. Y., in place 
of Adolph Lienhart, remoV"ed. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Clay Cross to be postmaster at Skiatook, Okla. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1.Dll. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

·wmiam M. Deihm to be postmaster at Honey Brook, Pa., in 
place of Thomas F. Hampton, deceased. 

John W. Ramsey to be postmaster at Midland, Pa., in place 
of .!!,rank P. Oberlin, who failed to qualify. 

G. Clinton Williams to be postmaster at Spring City, Pa., in 
place of G. Clinton Williams. Incumbent's commission expired 
l!,ebruary 21, 1911. . 

TENNESSEE. 

John R. Richards to be postmaster at OliV"er Springs, Tenn .. 
in place of .Abraham L. Williams. Incumbent's commission ex­
pired January 18, 1911. 

H. Filrnour Shoun to be postmaster at Greeneville, Tenn., in 
place of Joseph W. Howard. Incumbent's commissio~ expired 
January 30, 1910. · 

VI HG I NIA. 

Charles .A.. Lacy to be postmaster at Houston, Va., in place 
of Charles .A.. Lacy. Incumbent's commission expired April 
27, 1910. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations con.firmed by the Senate lJlay 1, 1911. 

"UNITED STATES l\fARSHAL. 

William Lindsay to be United States marshal for the district 
of Montana. 

PROMOTIONS IN TIIE NAVY. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) need M. Fawell to be a lieutenant. 
Midsllipman Arnold H. Vanderhoof to be an ensign. 

POSTMASTERS. 

FLORIDA. 

Horace M. Bradley, Green Cove Springs. 
ILLINOIS. 

John C. Hale, North Chicago. 
E. El Nicholson, Beardstown. 

INDIANA. 

Edgar T. Botkin, Farmland. 
Enos Coffin, Carthage. 
Robert B. Hanna, Fort Wayne. 
Willinm II. Hathaway, Aurora. 
John Lynn, La Fontaine. 
Joel F. Martin, Bourbon. 
Frank Il. Morrison, Galveston. 
William o.-Nash, Jasonville. 
Percy V. Ruch, Mulberry. 
John C. Schlefller, Wolcottville. 

IOWA. 

Daniel P. Ellsworth, Lohrville. 
0. C. Hill, Clearfield. 
Louis C. Kurtz, Des Moines. 
Almon C. Steele, Coon Rapids. 

LOUISIANA. 

B. F. Eu.wards, Marksville. 
Richard E. Hodges, Jena. 

MAINE. 
Abial H. Jones, Wilton. 

MASSA.OIIUSETTB. 

Chestina B. Robbins, East Templeton. 
Harriet F. Seaverns, North Scituate. 

MICHIGAN. 

Charles Gauntlett, Milan. 
MINNESOTA. 

Cornelius Berghuis, Clara City. 
Sarah Dahl, Cottonwood . . 
Fred W. Olson, Raymond. 

MONTANA. 

John J. McDonald, Townsend. 
Don E. Schanck, Libby. 

QHIO. 
John Shaw, Leroy. 

PENN SYLVA.NIA.. 

Clark D. Eckels, Cambridge Springs. 
Burd R. Linder, Orwigsburg. 

TEXAS. 

John H. Carson, Dayton. 
:William D. l\icCaslin, Detroit. 
Rufus H. Windham, Newton. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

MONDAY, May 1, 1911. 
[Continuation of the legislative day of Saturday, April 29, 1911.] 

The recess having expired at 11 o'clock, the House was called 
to order by the Speaker. · 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS, COLUMBIA. INSTITUTION' FOR TIIE DEAF AND 
DUMB. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make the following • 
announcement: Hon. EDWARD L. TAYLOR, Jr., of Ohio, is hereby 
appointed a member of the board of directors of the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. Hon. THETUS W. SIMS 
holds over. 

THE TA.RIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that . the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H . R. 4413, a bill to place agricultural implements on the free 
list, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
.Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con­
sideration of the bill II. n.- 4413, a bill to place agricultural im­
plements on the free list, and for other purposes, with l\fr. 
.ALEXANDER in the . chair. 

The bill was read by title. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to 

the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss] . [.Applause.] 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana.. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of 

this debate it was not my purpose to engage in it. There are 
so many orators among the Members of this distinguished body 
that to sit and listen is not only a pleasure, but it seems to be 
almost a duty since one orator rarely enjoys the orations of 
other men. If some men love to tnlk, others should prefer to 
listen. But, l\fr. Chairman, this whole debate has ragecl around 
the fa rm er and the interests of the farm; assertions ha Ye been . 
made with such recklessness that I am in sympathy with Mark 
Twain when he said that he did not object to any speaker know­
ing all about his subject, but that he did object to any man 
knowing so much that was not true. The farmers of our coun­
try are patriotic citizens whose only interest in good government 
is that it shall promote the common interests of all our people 
and not the special interests of a few of them; and I wish 
to voice my nrotest against the goocl name and reputation of 
the farming classes of our country being used to protect the 
well-known abuses which have grown up in our Government 
and that the supposed interests of the farm shall be used to 
defeat progressive legislation which is intended for the benefit 
of all our people. 

This is not the first instance, Mr. Chairman, when an attempt 
has been made to use the virtue which has its home on the 
farm to shelter the vice which exists in the commercial systems 
of our great cities. We have only to recall tlle debates on the 
floor of this House in 190G, when the frauds arid corruption in 
the great packing houses was exposed to public view. The 
Beef Trust was then known to be a criminal corporation which 
had been systematica11y robbing the farmers on every load of 
cattle which were driven across the scales which lead from the 
feed lot to the slaughter pens. They were even then under 
indictment and active prosecution for criminal exploitation of 
the products of the farm; but when it became noised about 
that their methods of preparing and distributing their products 
were even more destructive to the general welfare of society 
than their methods of buying their produce from the farmer­
that both producer and consumer were exploited-and that not 
even the public health was protected from their insatiable 
greed for gain, what in:fluence was inrnked to shield them from 
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exposure? It was a frantic appeal to the President to hold bis 
hand, because the exposure would hurt the interest of- the 
farmer. If e-ver brazon effrontery '\\ere carried fmlller it is 
at the present moment, when the same appeal is being macle to 
defent the progressive legislation now under · consideration. 
When wi11 good citizenship be respected by tlle representnUrns 
of tbe special interests of this country? 

P. J. Hagerbartb, \ice president of the American Nn1lional 
LiYe Stock Association, '\\llS nmong the first to attempt to use 
virtue to shield crime. In n si.;ned stntement pub1ishecl in the 
National ProTisioner of June 1G, 190G, he says: 

The President hns seen fit to ignore urgent requests from official 
representatins of the live-stock industry requiring him to withhold any 
radical message or reports to Congress l:e:iring on ahuses of the pack· 
ing interests, fo r the reason thnt such mrssage if heralded over the 
world wouid work irreparable loss, both at home ancl abroad, to the 
producers of li>e stock. 

Whnt a lil>el on the patriotism of thfr American farmer, that 
he could wish to coin the health ancl the well-being of the world 
and weigh it in the balance against the profits on his cnttlc. 
"Whitt convincing evidence of the power of money to dwar.f 
even the soul of n. mnn, born in the image of his :Maker! Not 
a thought was given to the welfare of the thousn.nds of em­
ployees who worked in these insn.nitary plants; not the least 
concern manifested for the health of the world; but the denrnnd 
went forth thnt all this vice be Emotherecl in order to protect 

• the cattle growers of the Mississippi Valley from irreparable 
losses. 

This plea for the farmer soon formcl its way to the fioor of this 
House. In the National Provisioner of the s!lme date is found 
this sfgnificant statement: 

Members of Congress, inspired by the feeling of inclignation among 
their ·constituents over tbe injury done to American industry by the 
I?res iuent's ignorant and ill-considered assault on the meat trade, conld 
not wait !or a committee report on the meat-inspection bill, but bci;:an 
to express their sentiments as early as Tuesday of this wec!l: on the 
floor of the :S:ousc. 

The editors of the American Economist must h::i.ve read this 
statement before writing some of their recent editorials nbout 
President Taft ancl Canadian reciprocity. This feeling of in­
dignation was first ::u·oused in the breast of the gentleman from 
Wyoming [l\fr~ l\Iol'l""DELL]. The REconn shows that he asked 
unanimous consent that he should address the House on this 
important snbject before the report of the. committee brought it 
regularly before them for consideration. 1\Ir, l\!oNDELL uppeani 
in the HEconn as saying : 

These reports and criticisms scattel'ed broadcast, highly colored and 
exaggerated rui they were passed along, have resulted in incalculnllle 
injury not only to the packers,_ but to the live-stock industry of the 
country generally. It was a bad day !or Chicn~o and the packing and 
live-stock industries cf the United States when trmt now his toric 
porker slipped his troll~y and fell-just where he fell is in contro­
Tersy-and he goes down in history ns entirely eclipsing that other 
fnmomr Chicago animal, Mrs. O'Leary's cow, in the awful havoc and 
loss he bas Wl'OUght. If the packing industries of thls country were 
alone afi'ected, their rights should demand o.ttentlon; but the great live-. 
stock industries of the country are equally affectc<l.. They have already 
sntrered losses amounting to m:rny millions by this a-gitation. 

Now, was not that lIIl awful blow to be landed on the soln.r 
plexus of the honest farmers of our country merely because 
the packers were selling decayed and diseased meats to the 
country and were destroying the health of their employees as 
well as of their customers? This message of President Roose­
velt was nearly as destructive to the farming industries as the 
reciprocity pact as seen by the gentleman from Wyoming. 
Is it not wonderful how the American farmer manages to rc­
coT"er from these irreparable damages and recoup these incal­
culable injuries? And to think that these plagues should be 
visited on us one after the (}ther by the headstrong action of 
Republican Presidents. [App1n.use on the Democratic siue.] 
No wonder that western papers arc running an adve.rtisement 
in the want columns for a cancliclatc for President on the Re­
publican ticket. [Applause on the Democratic side.J 

I do not wish to weary the committee with numerous quot.."l­
tions from the RECORD. If time pormitted, it can be shown that 
many .Members who profess to believe now that the recom­
mendations of President Taft will ruin the farmer were eq.:m11y 
conyincecl that the recommendations of President Roosernlt 
-would ruin the stock grower in 1006. [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] They were wrong then, Ur. Chairman, nncJ' they 
arc mistaken now. Their former efforts fastened an army of 
tax caters on the Federal Trcnsury for life in order to gi>e n 
decent reputation to the commercial products of" Packingto\\n" 
in the markets of the world, and their purpose now iS' to defeat 
the enactment of progrqssive legislation which will revise 
the tariff in the interests of the great consuming musses of our 
citizenship. . 

The policy of reciprocity has been attacked on thC' grormd 
th:rt it is inimical to the farming interests- of the country, and 
that it is being adopted hastily without investigation or informa-

tion. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HINDS] was reckless 
enough of his reputation to hazard such u statement. He snys: 

You are proposin~ a great new policy that goes to the very social 
fa!Jric of America, and where is the great committee of this Hou se that 
has probed to the bottom of. it and where is. the book that bus spreacl 
its investigations before the American people? 

This well ill11strates, JHr. Chairman, the difficulties whfch 
a famous specialist meets when he gets beyond his rescnn.tion. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] If the gentlcrn::m from 
.Maine were as familiar with current agricultural literature as 
he is with the contents of Hinds' Precedents he could not h..'lTe 
been betrayecl into so glaring an error. I do not know what esti­
mate tlic farmers of l\Inine will put on this l)Oint of order which 
is raised by the distinguished parliamentarian against this 
pencling legislation, but it will !Jc a revelation to the intcm­
geut an<l progressive farmers of the l\fidclle West who have 
discussed this question for years ancl have been· knocking 
at the doors of Congress and clemancllng the enactment of recip­
rocal legislation in the: broadest terms·. In the few minutes 
whicll hayc been allotted to me I can not attempt a full 
diS{: IIBsion of the advantages which reciprocity will bring to 
the farmers of our Nation, but I trust tha.t I shall be able 
to sllow that the wonder~ul growth of public sentiment in favor 
of reciprocity in this country is due- to the intelligent expres­
sion of agricultural thought and of the agricultural press. The 
gentleman from Uaine regrets that M~. Emery ancl his asso­
ciates on the Tariff Board have not hncl time to make an c:x:haust­
i"Cc repo1·t on the subject. Docs he not know that Mr. Saun­
ders, who is Mr. Emery's associate, hus written exhaustively on 
this T"er:V- subject, and that Ile did so after careful study and 
personal investigation? No student who is at all familiar with 
agricultural literature or the evolution of progressive policies 
in the minl'l.S of the American fa.rmcr could have shown the 
ignorance which has been displayed in this debate by the would-
be 1cm1crs of the farmers. · 

The great national movement among the farmers of the 
United States to advance reciprocal legislation began with a 
meeting held in the Grand Pacific Hotel in Chicago in 1905. 
There were present at that meeting delegates representing the 
National Live Stock Association, .American Short Horn Associa­
tion, National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago Commercial As­
sociation, Millers' National Fecleration, ancl other great produ~­
ing nnd exporting interests. It was decided to hold u national 
conference to adrnnce reciprocal tariff legislation. Mr. Alvin H. 
Saunders was chosen as the leader of the new movement. Who 
is .i\Ir. A. H. Saunders? He is a member of the Tariff Board 
which was appointed by Presiuent Taft, and one of the men, ac-· 
cording to the gentleman from: Maine, who could so well make a 
scientific investigation of this subject. Mr, Saunders at that 
time was the editor of the Bree<ler's Gazette, the most influ­
ential and widely read farm journal in the United Stutes. In 
ncccpting this appointment, l\Ir. Saunders issued a siguccl state­
ment as to the purposes of the conference and of the necessity 
for its organization. This statement should prove interesting to 
those who have assumed that no investigation. has been Irulde 
and that no authority stands sponso1· for reciprocal legislation. 
l'lfr. Saunders said: 

The managing editor of the Gazette was unanimously requested to 
act as chairman of the committee on arrangements. :S:c- has consented 
to do so with the specific understandini; that tbc interests of the farm­
ers and stoclc growers should be paramount; that their wants should 
r eceive first consideration, and that partisan politics will have no place 
in the campaign to be waged. 

I call particular attention, Mr. Chairm:+n, that this mOYe­
ment at the very beginning was to be devoted to the interests 
of the farmer ancl the stock grower, and that it was to be non- "' 
partisan in its character. The statement went on to say:-

We have in years of average production u large sw;plus of brcnd­
stuffs and provisions for export. \Ve grow more ~tam anc.1 mature 
more meat than is required for home consumption. The price received 
for the product consumed at homC' is largely governed by the price 
comma.ndcd by the surplus for which u market must !Jc found abroad. 
We bave virtnnlly prohil>ited France and Germany from selling part of 
their manufactures here, and they hav.e r etaliated by grndually closin;.-: 
their markets against us. It is time t herefore tlutt somebody shoulll 
take up the cud~els in this m1tter a gainst those who for selfish pur· 
poses destroyed Blaine's reciprocity consentions, slaughterecl the Kasson 
treaties, and arc still barrin;; the American atoekmen anu grain grmvcrs 
from n large and lucrative outlet for their goods. 

There is no question of Ucpnblicn.niem or Democracy involved in tlliR 
proposition. It ls simply a matter of. passing an. act of Congress which 
will enable the President an<l bis successors, n<> matter to what politfcnl 
party they belong, to open the doors o! the hun~ millions of Europe, 
put u roast in every French nnd German pot, and a loaf of good Ameri­
can bread upon every shelf from Rome to Copenhagen, and in doing it 
put probably $100,000,000 per annum in the, pockets of the A.mcrlc:J.n 
producers. 

The thing can be brought about 1! we will drop party lines and put 
none but friends of this proposition in positions of Federal power. If 
Senators and the present Members of the House of Ileprescntntives will 
not do this thing, the people have the power to send men to Washington 
who will exercise that powei-. The sooner our public men understand 
this the better. This fight for better markets, worth unknown millions 
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per year to the farming communities, will not be won in a week or a 
year. It means a battle royal against intrencbed power, but it wlll be 
won because it is right. 

Mr. Cllairmn.n, thnt is the report to the farmers of this coun­
try by n. member of the present Tariff Board, which they have 
studied for six long years. I am not surprised that the gentle· 
man from l\Iaine has never read it. It was published before 
he began the study of farm economics. There is always thl!t 
disadvantage in a sudden change in occupation, but I can not 
forget the impression it made qn my mind when I first read it. 
I was then an active farmer and was walking behind the plow 
and through the feed lots. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I ha<l shipped my cattle to markets which were glutted, and had 
seen the sellers begging to receive decent' bids for their offerings, 
and had my stock sold for prices which did not leave me the 
reasonable profit which was guaranteed to the manufacturers 
in the last Republican platform. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I enlisted in that campaign against intrenched privilege 
and helped to fight the battle because it was right. I was 
with Mr. Saunders for reciprocity then and I am for it now 
whether be is with me or against me. I would rather follow a 
plain American citizen on his honor as a man than to take my 
opinions from an official whose salary may depend upon the 
official reports he may sign. I did not foresee that I was one 
of the men who were to be sent to Washington with the power 
to act to take the place of some of those who having the power 
were refusing to act. But I am here, Mr. Chairman, ready to 
act, and I am proud of the intelligent vote which sent .me here. 
I may not be able to fight the good fight, but I am willing to 
keep the faith. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

No better presentation of the subject of reciprocity from a 
farmer's standpoint can be made than this statement made by 
this member of the Tariff Board, and I commend it to those who 
need insh·uction on this subject. It leads up to the very point 
which the gentleman from Maine well says is the "whole situa­
tion," the equilibrium between agriculture and manufactures. 
The gen tlernan says : 

But the farms, being an aggregation of homes, disorganized and each 
impelled by its own necessities, tend constantly to overproduce. And 
this overproduction becomes disastrous unless the UmitRtion of acreage 
possible to be cultivated intervenes to prevent. Tb.erefore the element 
of prime importance In this discussion ls the r elation of acreage to the 
capacity of the borne market furnished by the nonagricultural classes. 

The gentleman from Maine was chosen to open this debate 
and therefore is the leader of the opposition to reciprocal legis­
lation; his words are an orthodox statement of stand-pat Re­
publicanism as applied to the de-\elopment of our agricultural 
industry. Now, what does this statement mean? The gentle­
man from Nebraska [l\Ir. NORRIS] denounced the scheme of 
valorization or monopoly by which the Brazilian GoYernment 
is seeking to maintain an equilibrium between the production of 
coffee and its consumption. This system, simply stated, is n 
limitation of the ucrenge which can be devoted to the cultivation 
of coffee. Mr. NORRIS says: · 

This agreement has been in successful operation since the latter part 
of 1908. In accordance with its terms, the Brazilian Government en­
acted a law preventing the planting of additional coffee trees and pro­
viding for severe penalties for any offense against this provision of the 
sta tute. Inspectors were appointed who went through the country and 
destroyed nny new trees that bad been planted and administer ed severe 
puni shment against those who were guilty of an infraction of the law. 

Did the gentleman from Maine get his ideas of valorization 
from Brazil, or did the Brazilian statesmen come to Maine 
for inspiration and instruction? Which nation has the genuine 
and which one possesses the "phony" statesman? The burden 
of proof is in favor of Brazil, because the gentleman himself 
inforrns us that "we have heard little of this doctrine of equi­
librium of the home market among English-speaking nations." 
Therefore he kindly informs us just what it means--

And It is evident that both farmer and artisan wlll be most pros­
per ons and the happiest when there are enough farmers to take the arti­
sa n 's goods nt n fair price and enough artisans, professional men, anu 
so forth, to t ake the farmer's surplus at a fair price. 

And to bring this ideal state about he proposes to limit the 
acreage to the capacity of the home market. Now, what does 
that mean to the farmer and to the Nation? We sold last year 
in the foreign markets over $1,000,000,000 worth of the surplus 
products of American farms. This new statesmanship proposes 
to stop this production, refuse this enormous national income, 
and throw out of employment the thousands of farmers and 
their sons who produced this vast volume of wealth. Why 
take this radical action? Why, to establish an equilibrium be­
tween agriculture and manufacture. The southern farmers 
sold $450,000,000 worth of cotton to foreign nations. The cotton 
acreage will hav.e to be reduced until the equilibrium is restored. 

The farmers of the West sold $135,000,000 of surplus meat 
products. The. breeding of cattle must be checked until our 

home markets can consume the entire output. We foolishly sold 
$133,000,000 of grain. The plows must be stopped. Our farmers 
sold $38,000,000 of tobacco; the planting must be stoppe.d, the 
equilibrium is in danger. This new statesmanship resembles 
the fable of the monkey dividing the cheese between the two 
cats [applause on the Democratic side]; if the yield of grain 
is heavy, let more acres lie idle; if the mills are supplied with 
improved machinery, employ fewer hands. But whose lands are 
to l~e idle and whose mills are to be closed clown in order to 
maintain this sacred equilibrium? Who is to be the monkey and 
who will consent to be the cats? I do not know what the people 
of Maine think of such wisdom, but in Indiana the whole scheme 
would be called monkey business. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] -

We grow a surplus of farm products beyond any possible needs 
of our population. The latest report of the Department of Agri­
culture sa::vs this is true back as far as inquiry has been made. 
\Ve grow more grain and mature more meat than our Nation 
can consume. In 1910 we exported $286,728,126 in value of 
grains and meats from our farms. Yet we are told by some of 
the Members of this House who practice law in the great cities 
and who see the farms from an automobile or car window that 
reciprocity will ruin the farmer. What is the effect of the ex­
port trade on prices? Mr. Armour, in his work, " The Packers 
and the People,'' says : 

It is the export business that absorbs the surplus live stock grown 
by American cattlemen and farmers and steadies and supports the 
home markets for live stock. If this export business were taken away 
or even reduced, the effects of It would be directly felt by every farmer 
who raises a steer, sheep, or bog for market. 

This testimony by Armour is fully sustained by Mr. Holmes, 
Chief of Division of Foreign Markets, Department of Agricul­
ture. In Bulletin No. 55, speaking of the influence of our ex­
ports of meat products on domestic markets, Mr. Holmes says: 

If such an immense quantity of surplus meat food were to be con~ 
fined within this country by the refusal of foreign countries to buy lt1 there would follow consequences to farmer, rangeman, slaughterer, ana 
packer which would be financially disastrous. 

l\:Ir. Saunders knew these facts, and without ever a thought 
of restoring an equilibrium by limiting our production, and thus 
destroying industry and the national wealth and income, he 
proposed to enlarge our foreign markets and thus encourage and 
stimulate industry and increase our national wealth and income. 

There are but the two ways of maintaining an equilibrium 
between agriculture and manufacture. The gentleman from 
Maine proposes to restrict the agricultural acreage to an arti­
ficial basis, and thereby decrease production. The member of 
the President's Tariff Board would increase our markets so as to 
stimulate industry and increase our national wealth. The choice 
between these two theories is really a choice between a tariff for 
revenue and a tariff for protection. Our prohibitive tariff laws 
prevent the people of continental Europe from selling to us, and 
in retaliation they prohibit us from selling our agricultural 
products to them. This reduc~s the competition in the markets 
where the farmer sells and also prevents competition in the 
markets where he is compelled to buy. This naturally reduces 
selling prices and increases buying prices to the farmers of our 
country. This destroys the equilibrium between manufacture 
and agriculture, from the farmer's viewpoint, and is the condi­
tion which the American farmer is most anxious to remove. 

Mr. CLINE. l\Ir. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 
l\fr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure. 
Mr. CLINE. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle­

man from Indiana if the Hinds theory of economics is fol­
lowed and the restriction of the agricultural products of this 
country is limited to what the manufacturers take, if that 
would not have a tendency to reduce very materially the value 
of farm lands in the upper Mississippi Valley, and, in fact, the 
value of lands that are suitable for agriculture generally? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. There can be no question in the world 
of that, Mr. Chairman. It is high prices for the products of the 
farm that make high-priced land. To reduce the total income of 
all the farms of the United States is to reduce the value of these 
farms, because if you were to destroy entirely their productive 
capacity you will have destroyed their selling value. 

Do you wonder that the farmer is in deadly earnest about 
reciprocity and that he has been the real leader in the great 
educational movement which has grown strong enough to over­
throw the Republican majority in this House and which prom­
ises to make Democratic success nearly certain in 1012? [Ap­
plause on the Democratic side.] 

This national conference of agricultural organizations was 
the beginning of a new era in our political world; it was the 
genesis of that spirit of insurgency which has since become so 
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rampant in both political parties that Gov. Woodrow Wilson 
is quoted as saying : 

The only essentials in Ameriean polities to-day ls the difference be­
tween the progressives and the reactionaries. We have 1n th.e last 
10 years come out of the merely negative in politics. 

That great movement to center public thought on measures 
of legislation and not upon the party organization to which any 
man may belong goes back to that day when the farmers of this 
Nation declared that legislation was not a questiQll of Repub­
licanism or of Democracy, but of the enactment of laws, and 
they will not soon forget that fundamental truth. ·This great 
conference was attended by more · than 000 delegates, repre­
senting every prin.cipal agricultural organization in the Nation. 
I wm print in connection with my remarks a complete list of 
these organizations. From the State of Indiana were the 
Farmers' CongreSil, Society of Equity, Angus Breeders' Asso­
dation, Lim Stock Exchange, and State board of agriculture, 
and at the close of its session the following i'esolution was 
passed: 

That we recommend thnt a permanent organization be formed under 
the atyle of the Reciprocal Tariff League, and that a committee o! 15 
be appointed by the Chair with full power to organize and further the 
w--0rk for -which this convention was assembled. 

I do uot wish, l\lr. Chairman, to follow this moyement fur­
ther; it is an active, virile force in our body politic, molding 
public sentiment, breaking do~'Il slavery to party organization, 
and creating a commendable spirit of independence ·among the 
voters of our country. It was significant that at the very mo­
ment when this great .con.Tention was sitting in Chicago trying 
to secure better foreign markets for our food products that 
2,000 butcller.s nnd meat dealers in Germany were holding a still 
greator convention to demand that the Fatherland should open 
up the fr.ontier and permit importations of .American cattle, so 
that the German workman might have meat on his table. What 
.a .strange situation. The farmers of America willing to sell and 
the workmen of Germany eager to buy; we desirous to trade 
a small portion of our surplus food for a small proportion of 
their surplus manufactures, . so that the people of both coun­
tries should be better fed and better clothed, because labor in 
both countries will be better rewarded. 

The CHAi:RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I y1eld 10 minutes addi­

tional to tlle gentleman from Indiana. 
l'Jr. CLI1'1E. lUr. Chairman, I do not desire to interrupt the 

gentleman, but I wish to ask the date of that convention. 
Ur. MOSS of Indiana. It is August, 1.00G. I can girn the 

gentleman the exact date. 
This beneficent result is prevented by a prohibitive tariff sys­

tem in both countries, behind which the industrial trusts and 
-combinations of this country are sheltered and from which the 
lan<lowners of Germuny secure equal freedom from competition. 
Thus we have the swollen fortunes and idle rich nourished -and 
sustained in republic and empire 'by the same methods of legisla­
tion. 

·The gentleman from Maine was again unfortunate when 
he a!)plied his celebrated theory of equilibrium to -the agricul­
ture of Germany and England. .It seems that he had read a 
book on n-griculture written by a railroad man [applause on the 
Democratic side], and after comparing it with his home-market 
theory he established the following facts about equilibriums: 

As we turn from England and her sad picture we find another story 
in Germany and Prance. where statesmen and people united to preserve 
tbe equillbrium of the bome market. 

As hls whole argument rests on eq.uillbrium·s, I am going to 
call a witness as to the conditions actually existing in the 
markets of England .and Germn.ny. I am not going to summon 
a railroad man, but will call on a member of President Taft's 
Tariff Board. I shall quote from a signed article written by 
A. H. Saunders while he was in England a.nu published Au"'ust 
5, 1908.. The article ci:ates that he w.as in personal attend~nce 
at the ma1·kets in question. Mr. Saunders says: 

The English are the best-fed people in the world. Their ports a.re 
open to the food supplies of all nations. 

That is the picture that a member of our Tariff Board draws 
of the Engli~h people-that they are the best-fed people in the 
worl<l. Now, what splendid condition did he find in France and 
Germany to contrast with this picture! He says: 

Ilut a. few hours distant by steam across the English .Channel there 
_ ar.e millions of people who scarcely know the taste of a good rilJ or 
lorn of beet. What Uttlc beef thero Is on sale is mostly lean and 
tough. No -wonder horseflesh sells readily alongside of it. No wonder 
that the en.nine and feline crea.tions are called on to mako good th" 
dearth of good bovine supplies. " 

Now, that is another way of keeping up the equilibrium in the 
home markets. The Germans cnn kill dogs and cats to supply 
the beef which they h:iv-e not got and cun not get. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] But the gentleman from Maine says that 

this proud position of the German farmer is due to the wisdom of 
Bismarck, who investigated and tnen acted, instead of actin,g 
first and then investigating. The r:ecord shows that this senti­
ment was applauded by the membership of this House on his 
side of the aisle. What does Mr:. Snundcrs, of our Tal'i.ff Board, 
say 1s causing this condition -0f the GcrmaR Nation? He omits 
to mention the wi.sdom .and statesmanship of Bismarck, but 
.says that-

Continental parliaments ru:e in the grip of the landed proprietors, who 
prefer to see a virtual meat famine among the laboring people and 
classes, with cattle and hogs selling at 12 to 15 cents per pound live 
weight, rather than to consent to the relaxation of the rigid rules and 
high tariffs by which fo1:ei.gn-gl'Own fooclstuffs are ex:<:Iudcd, 

After this signed article had been published in the Breeders' 
Gazette an Iowa farmer wanted to know the "true cause" why 
America and Germany could not get together on a trade agree­
ment. Mr. Saunders replied as follows: 

The true reason ls the effective opposition up to aate of people who 
are profiting largely by tbc status quo-plcthoric German agrarinns on 
the one hand .and cer-tnin well-fed interests on the other. The former 
arc very active in the German Parllament and the latter in the Amer­
ican Congress. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Since the publication of this report many a Republican Con­

gressman has failed to maintain .his equilibrium .at the ballot 
box:. I commend these reports to fue gentleman from Maine 
when he begins a revision of his theory of equilibriums of the 
home market. 

Agriculture is the 'basis .of our national wealth, and to make 
this foundation secure for the future generations we must con­
serve the fertility of our .soil. Eniry bushel of grain which we 
sell abroad reduces our national wealth to the extent of the 
loss of plant food which produces that product. We can not go 
on forever selling our raw grains to be fed on foreign soils, be­
cause you can not take awny from the lnn<l without making .a 
return to the land. Grain farming encourages soil erosion and 
thus lowers or destroys the life-sustaining power of tlle soil in 
two ways-by washing a way of the soil particles and by a loss 
of the chemical elements which produce the growth of plants. 
In both of these directions our losses are appalling. It is esti­
mated that 1,000,000,000 tons of soil washes from American 
farms and is carried to the sea by our rivers every year. The 
waters of the Potomac are never clear, and the mighty current 
of the Mississippi can not carry its burden of silt to the sea. 
Our farmers are spending millions of dollars for fertilizers 
every year, and the ta.."'r is an ever-increasing one. We need to 
have no fear of an increasing population if we can onJy a yo id 
a decreasing soil fertility. For this reason alone it is wise 
statesmanship to extend om· markets for finished food products 
rather than to stand paralyzed with fear of ,competition in raw 
grains. The best farmer in any community is lle who .aclls his 
pro<lucts in their most concentratccl form and who saves llis by­
products to increase the fert1Iity of his lands. This means thnt 
the progressive farmer is in reality n manufacturer. His 
grains, his grass, and his hay .arc only ra..w products; his eggs, 
his cream, butter, and live stock are his finished products. 
Under this system of agriculture it is possible to return 90 per 
cent of the fertility to tlle soil, and by a scientific ;i·.otation of 
crops maintain the fertility of the soil for all future time, and 
tlms insure the future prosperity of our .Nation. Tllis is not 
possible unuer any known system of grain farming. The op­
ponents of reciprocity are laying much stress on the possible 
competition in wheat. 

Our experiment station in Indiana sent a wheat train over 
our State last fall to demonstrate that whc:.it is now grown at 
a loss in Indiana under our present methods. Every farmer 
knows this to be true, but his only remccly is to turn to in­
creased Jive-stock :farming if he woul<l increase his yields of 
wheat. Intensive farming woul<l double the present output of 
our ·farms. This would aud billions of dollars to our national 
income every year. If some method of extracting annually a 
billion of dollars from the rocks of our hills could be discov­
ered it wouid usher in a golden -era in the life of our Nation; 
-yet this is a small sum compared to the possible increase in the 
.annual output of our farms; but intense agrlcultur.e is impos­
sible, except as it may be based on Uve-stock industry. There 
is thus a di1•ect -relation between our prollibitive tariff system 
and our crude agriculture, which is .ao rapidly exhausting the 
fertility of our farms anc.1 thus depleting our national wealth. 
We can not go to intense farming without stimulating our live­
stock industry; we can not increase our live stock, because we 
can not sell -0ur meat products in the markets of Continental 
Europe; and we can not sell in their mnrkets, because we pro­
hibit them from selling in ours. Thus our prohibitive tariff 
really f-0rms a vicious circle, which is roouciug the fertility of 
our soil, driving the boys from the farms, ancl is rapidly chang-
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ing us from an ngricnltural nation to a manufacturlng nation, 
Our present higll-tariff system is thus actually destroying the 
tillage of the soil as the most desirable occupation among men, 
to \Illich all other occupations shoulcl be subsidiary. 

The gentlemen on the otller side of this question are prepar­
ing to appeal to the farmers for support at the ballot box. I 
welcome the test. It has been said that there must be a na­
tional revolt against the worship of manufactures n.ncl trade 
as the only forms of progressive activity among our people. 
lVIr. Chairman, this revolt has come and it will be sustained by 
the deliberate jud~ent of farmers, wllosc labors are the very 
fountain from which all other occupations flow ancl by which 
they are nourislled nnd fed. [Loud applause.] 

The following is a complete list of all agricultural ancl live­
stoak associations which appointed. delegates to the national 
reciprocity conference in Chicago : 

National Live Stock Association, American Stock Growers' Associa­
tion, American Shorthorn Breeders' Association, American Hereford 
Cattle Breeders' Association, American Polled-Durham Ilreeders' As­
sociation, American Al>erdeen-Angus Breeders' .Association, Ameri­
can Galloway Breeders' Association, National Polled-Hereford Ilreed­
ers' Associn tion, Bolstein-Friesian Breeders' Association, Ayrshire 
Breeders' Association, Americun Clydesdale Association, American 
P erchcron Horse Breeders' .Association, French Coach-Horse So9cty 
of America, American Saddle-Horse Ilreeders' Association, Aldie Horse 
Breeders' Association, American Shetland Pony Club, Americun Suf­
folk Horse .Association, American Shropshire Sheep Association, 
American Oxford Down Association • .American Suffolk ~'lock Registry, 
Dorset Horn Sheep Associ:ltion, Hampshire Down Breeders' Asso­
ciation of America, the Continental Dorset Club, American Cheviot 
Rheep Society, American Milch Goat Ilecord Association, Southwest 
Poland China Hecorcl Association, American Yorkshire Association, 
American Poland China Record Association, American Berkshire Asso­
ciation, :National Duroc-Jersey Hecord Association, Improved Stock 
nreeders' Association of the Wheat Belt, Cattle Growers' Association of 
Texas, Indiana Aberdeen-Angus llrecders' Association, Com-Belt Meat 
Producers' Association, Wisconsin Shorthorn Breeders' Association, Cat­
tle Growers' Association of New Mexico, Ohio Wool Growers' .Asflocia­
tion, O!Jio Horse Breeders' .Association, Oklahoma Improved Breeders' 
Association, North Dakota Live Stock Association, l'ennsylvn.nia Live 
Stock Association, Kentucky Live Stoclc ..i.ssociation, Ilock County 
(Minn.) Breeders' Association, Western Live Stock Protective .Associa­
tion, Southe:ist l\!issouri Shorthorn Breeders' Association, South­
eastern Stock Growers' Assoc iation, Shorthorn Breeders' Association 
of Southeast Virginia, Platte Valley Live Stock Association, North 
Missouri Combination Cattle Ealcs .Association. Fount.'lin. County Here­
ford Ilreeders & Feeders' Association , Hny County ~horthorn Breed­
ers' AssoC'iation, Central Missouri Hereford Breeders' Association, 
Marion County Improved Live Stock Association, :McLean County Short­
horn Breeder s' Association. Keokuk County Pollecl-Durh:un llrceders' 
Association, Cbicngo Live Stock Exchange, Cleveland Live Stock Ex­
chang-c, East Buffalo Stock Exchange, Indianapolis Stock Exchange, 
Kansas City Stock Exch:mge, Louisville Stock Exchange, Milwankee 
Stock Exchange, Omaha. Stock Exchange, Peoria. Stock Exchange, Pitts­
burg Stock Exchange, St. Joseph Stock Exchange. St. Louis Stock Ex­
change, Sioux City Stock Exchang-c, South St. Paul Stock Exchange, 
Cattle & Horse Growers' Association of Colorado, Indiana State 
Hoard of Agriculture, Illinoi s State Boa.rd of Agriculture, Wisconsin 
State Board of Agriculture, Minnesota State Hoard of Agriculture, Iowa 
State Board of Agriculture, Nebraska State Board of Agriculture. West 
l\Iichi1mn State Fair Association, Wisconsin Farmers' Institute, Minne­
sota :b'armers' Institute, Illinois Farmers' Institute, Illinois Farmers' 
Institute of the Third Congressional District, .American Society of 

., Equity, Illinois See:d-Corn Growers' Association, Farmers' Mutual Bene­
fit Association, Rob Roy Union American Society of Equity, Cotton 
Growers' Protective Assoeiution, Farmers' National Congress, Kansas 
Corn Breeders' Association, St. Louis Cotton Exchange, California Fruit 
Growers' Associati,on, and International .Apple Shippers' Association. 

Delegations appointed. by governors of Stutes: 
Illinois, Iowa, l\!issouri, South Dakota, Nel>raska, Wyoming, and New 

Mexico. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gcntlem:rn from Pennsylvania 
desire to yiel<l time now? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Clln.irman, I yield one hour to the gen­
tle]11an from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH]. [Applause.] l\1r. Chair­
man, before doing that I 'voulcl 1ike to yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [1\fr. POWERS] . 

Mr. POWERS. Ur. Chairman, I had intcncle<l to ask con­
siderable time to discuss tllis measure, but I lu1ve received a 
telegram this morning which will carry me to the State of 
Kentuchry at 2 o'clock to-day, and therefore I shall have a few 
things to say upon this subject at this time. 

Tllis is my first term in Congress. I am inexperienced in 
tariff legislation; and since the tariff is the paramount issue 
before tlle Americ:rn people between the two dominant political 
parties in this country, ancl since the ripened judgment and 
matured. statesmanship of both parties have for years struggled 
in Yn.in to arrive at any satisfactory settlement of this vexed 
question, you can readily realize with what trepidation I 
approach the discussion of any phase of this great problem. 

I was opposed to Canadian reciprocity and voted against that 
measure. After that bill had. passed this House, after the farm­
ers' products of our country had through its proyisions been 
exposed to unjust discrimination anu injury, both at home and 
abroad, I had hoped that the farmers' free-list bill, now under 
discussion, would be presented. to this House in such a form as 
that I could. give it my llearty support, ~ 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I want to giYe some of the rea­
sons why I voted against the reciprocity pact with Canada, and. 
later some reasons wlly I would gladly support tllis so-culled 
farmers' free-list bilI, if it were modified in such a way as to 
strip it of at least some of its unjust and unfn.fr proruions. 

In my judgment, the high cost of liting in this country gave 
birth to the reciprocity treaty with Canada. It wns in the hope 
of reducing the cost of living and relieving the masses of that 
burclcn that the reciprocity measure had its origin. Stripped 
of all disguise, that was, and is, botll its aim antl object. The 
President intimated so much in his measure- of January '.:!() last, 
when he Raid. : 

Reciprocity with Canada must necessarily be chiefly confined in its 
effect on the cost of living to food :ind forest products. 

The President was, and. is, sincere in his belief that the cost 
of living in this country is too high and that the great mass of 
the American people demand a recluction therein. · 

The Democratic Party, with its car to the ground and. with 
the hope of ingratiating itself with the American electorate, 
coupled. with a desire, I grant, of being responsive to the public 
will, came forward :ls the chief cllampion and defender of this 
measure emanating from a Republican President. It is true that ' 
the cost of living is too high. I .am also free to say that there 
is a just popular demand for a reduction in prices; but I shn.11 
not agree that the farmer should be the hack horse and the 
burclen bearer of these blessings to the rest of humanity. If 
corn is too high, so is clothing ; if po ta toes arc too high, so is 
rice and sugar. If cattle are too Wgh, so is 1;>eef. If wheat is 
too high, so is flour. If hogs are too high, so is pork. If the 
raw mate;rials which the farmer produces and. has to sell, arc 
put upon the free list under this bill, why arc not the products 
made out of the raw materials which the farmer produces like­
wise put upon the free list? Why is the farmer forcecl to sell 
his wheat in a free market nnd then buy back the flour made from 
that wheat in a protected market? Why protect the manu­
facturer of flour at the expense of the farmer? If the farmer's 
cattle and hogs are put upon the free list, why lrnTc not beef 
ancl. pork likewise been put upon the free list? Why protect 
the great Beef and Pork Trusts at the expense of the farmer? 
Why protect the trust products and. leave the farmer's products 
unprotected? If the rye and. oats which tlle farmer raises arc 
too lligh, so is the hat which he wears upon his head. and. the 
shoes he \\cars upon his feet likewise to·o high. Why ha.Te not 
they been put upon the free list in this bill? Yon have put upon 
the protected list the things which the farmer buys; why <lo 
you leaYc ofi'. of the protected list the things which he sells? 
The things w·llich the farmer buys, no less than the things 
which the farmer sells, go to make up the cost of living. 

Under this reciprocity agreement the tariff duty of 25 cents 
per bushel has been removed from the wheat which the farmer 
sells, while a duty of 50 cents per banel has been retained on 
the flour which the farmer buys. In other wor<l.s, the great flour 
mills of Canada are given the opportunity of buying from our 
farmers their · wheat free and then selling to our farmers the 
flour made from their own free wheat with a protection of 50 
cents per barrel. 

Under this Canadian pact a tariff duty of 10 cents per bushel 
has been removed. from the on.ts which the farmer sells, whil-c 
a cl.uty of 50 cents a huncl.recl pounds has been retained. on the 
oatmeal and. rolled oats made out of the oats bought of the 
farmer free. 

Is it right for the Beef Trust and the great packing concerns 
of the country to buy free li>e stock from· the farmer and then 
be protected by a duty of 1i cents on every pound. of meat 
which the farmer buys? 

Is it fair and just and. right to r emove protection from the 
farmer's barley and protect the brewer at tlle rate of 45 cents 
per 100 pouncls? 

Is it fair an<l. just and right to remove protection from the 
farmer's rye and protect the distiller at the rate of $2.60 per 
gallon on the whlsh.--y macl.e therefrom~ 

Is it fair and just ancl right to rerno>c protection · from the 
farmer's corn and. barley and. whea.t nnd rye and oats ancl 
tomatoes and. other vegetables and protect the manufacturers 
of these products into articles l)repnred for the farru('r's 
consumption? 

·Is it just and. fair and. right that the Beof Trust and. packing 
concerns, the millers, the bakers, the brewers, and nll the rest 
should be protected. in what they make out of the vroducts they 
buy from the farmer free? · 

Under this reciprocity agreement things which the farmer 
produces and has to sell were put upon the free list, but the 
tilings which he can not produce, but has to buy, were placed 
on the protected list. In other worcl.s, the manufactured prod­
ucts, in the main, arc protected; the farmer's i1roducts, in the 
main~ are unprotected. Both Canad.a. and. the United States, 
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under this agreement, propose to pr-otect their factories, but 
mutually agree that the products of the farmers of both coun­
tries may enter the markets of the other free of duty. Is it 
right that the Aml!Tican manufacturer should be permitted to 
buy the things he consumes from the Canadian farmer free and 
go on selling his manufactured and protected products to the 
unprotected farmer of our own country? Grant that the price 
of liYing is too high; is not that which the farmer buys too 
high as well as that which the farmer sells? And, as a matter 
of fact, the farmer, in the main, is not getting an exorbitant 
price for the products of his farm. 

The Secretary of Agricnlture, in his report ( 1911) , shows 
that the farmer does not get 50 per cent of the price the con­
sumer is forcecl to pay for agricultural products. He also 
points out that the prices recei>ed by farmers in many in­
stances were eYen less than the cost of production; and thnt 
the middleman, and not the farmer, is the one mostly responsi­
ble for the high cost of foods. 1rhe trouble lies with the mid­
dlemen. The profits are made after the farmer's products 
lea Ye him and before they reach the table of the consumer. .Is 
there anything in the reciprocity pact designed to remedy this 
eyil? Nothing. Should the farmer be singled out -as a victim 
and ma.de the burden bearer for all other classes? In an effort 
to reduce the cost of living should the farmer's pocketbook be 
the only pocketbook called upon to contribute to that end? But 
the argument has been made here by gentlemen on this floor 
that the reciprocity agreement with Canada will reduce the 
cost of living and at the same time will not affect the price of 
farm products. Since it is conceded by the President, the 
author of the reciprocity agreement with Canada, that the 
agreement will chiefly affect the products of the farm, and 
since the farmer's products are the ones put upon the free list 
in this bill, it is beyond my conception to understand how the 
cost of li\ing is going to be reduced without reducing the cost 
of farm products, and it is equally incomprehensible to me 
bow the farmer' s products are going to be reduced in price and 
the farmer profited thereby. How it is going to help the 
farmer to sell what he has got to sell in a low market anu buy 
what he has got to buy in a. high market is a problem the solu-

- tion of which the champions of this measure will have to solve, 
for they solemnly tell us that the farmer is going to be blessed 
and benefited by the trarnmction ancl that he should welcome 
the day when he sells cheap and buys high. 

Cnna.da bas a population of about 7,500,000 people; the United 
Sta tes has a population of oYer n2,ooo,ooo. In other words, the 
United States has about twelye times as many inhabitants as 
Canada. The advocates of this bill tell us that it is going to 
be a blessed privilege on the part of the farmer of this coun­
try to have the glorious ( ? ) opportunity of selling his farm prod 
ucts to one Canadian in return for the privilege on the part of 
the one Canadian to sell his farm products to 12 Americans. 
In other words, that the farmers of this country should welcome 
the day when they have the right, without tariff interference, to 
at least partially stop selling their prouucts to 12 Americans in 
exchange for the privilege of selling them to one Canadian. 

Revublican protection has built up for our farmers a market 
here on American soil amounting to $25,000,000,000 a year, and 
it is now proposed by Canadian reciprocity to turn that over to 
the Canadian farmer free. We are told that even if our Ameri­
can fa rmer should get no market of any consequence for the 
one he gives up, and eyen if he is forced to sell his products 
into a foreign market at a reduced price, and ernn if the Cana­
dian farmers haye contributed nothing to build our bridges 
and roads and churches and schools, or to maintain or keep up 
our institutions, that the ..llmerican farmer should look upon 
this Cana<Iian agreement from a "high plane"; that the things 
I have just mentioned are sordid considerations; that Canada 
is our neighbor, and that free intercourse with a neighbor na­
tion is a lofty sentiment and one which should control our ac­
tious in this matter. In answer to that argument I want to say 
that this reciprocity pact with Cannda is not a matter of senti­
ment, but a matter of business; it is a transaction involving 
the welfare of the American farmer, and the American, not the 
Canadian, farmer is the one entitled to our sympathy if there is 
any sentiment at all in this proposed agreement. 

l\lost of the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber have 
been loud in their praise of the reciprocity pact, because it is 
a free-trade measure, they say; or, to say the least of it, "a 
long step in the direction of free trade"; and with that state­
ment I fully agree. This pact is a good deal more than a re­
ciprocal agreement with Canada. It is not a pact for the pur· 
po:e of exchanging with Canada what we have for what she has 
not , or what she has for what we have not. It is putting our 
farm products in open competition with the farm products of 
Canada. It is not reciprocity; it is free trade. If our farmers 
ure to be exposed to free trade with Canada, why should not 
our manufacturers be exposed to free trade with Canada 1 If 

free trade with Canada is a good thing for the American farmer 
and the American people generally, why is not free trade with 
the world a good thing for the American farmer and the Ameri­
can people generally? 

I can understand why the Democratic Representatives in this 
House and the Democratic Party of the Nation seized the op­
portunity to pass the Canadian reciprocity measure. It was 
not mainly for the purpose of enlarging our trade with' Canada 
and securing the Canadian market, for we already have that. 
We now have 60 per cent of Canada's entire foreign trade. 

The _reason why the Democratic Party embraced with such 
undisguised delight the opportunity to pass the Canadian pact 
was that it is a heavy blow to the time-honored doctrine of 
Republican protection. In fact, it is in many respects a radi­
cal free-trade measure. It does not stop with the " tariff for 
reYenue only" doctrine of the Democratic Party. It does not 
look to revenue at all. Its most earnest advocates admit that 
we will loose from two to ten million dollars in revenues yearly 
by reason of the passage of this bill. It would not surprise mo 
if we lost yearly $50,000,000 in revenue. 

'l'he central idea in the fertile bruins of the Democratic 
Members of this House, and the motirn which actuated their 
hearts in the passage of the Canadian reciprocity measure, were 
to strike a body blow to our protective system. 

They are not unmindful of the fact that our protective tarifr 
system is a logical whole; that protection must either apply to 
all industries or apply to none. You can not protect the manu­
factilrers and leave the farmer unprotected. ProtectioIJ. must 
protect everybody that needs protection or protect nobody. 

I have made these obsenations, Mr. Chairman, explanatory 
of my vote on the Canadian reciprocity measure and prepara­
tory to a few observations I am now going to make on what is 
called the farmers' free-list bill now ven<l.ing before this House. 

As I haYe intimated heretofore, I bad hoped to be able to 
give what some are pleased to call the farmers' free-list bill 
my hearty support. As an original proposition I would have 
opposed it in whatever form presented. What I mean to say 
is, that if the Canadian reciprocity bill had not passed this 
House and if this misnamed farmers' free-list bill had been 
introduced as an original proposition, and not as an intended 
balm (supposed in the minds of some to rehabilitate the status 
of and compensate for the injury done) tho American farmer 
by the passage of the reciprocity bill, I would have cast my 
yote against it because of its free-trade provisions. That this 
measure is a blow at otir protective system no one doubts or 
denies, and that the United States owes her greatness, in a 

.great measure at least, to our protective policy is the belief of 
many of her citizens. 

The truth is that the protective system has been the generally 
accepted economic policy of the United States. For years our 
people have been divicled as to the amount of protection and 
nbout just what should be protected and what should not be 
protected; but few of our people have been open auvocates of 
free trade. The Republican Party hns stood for such duties on 
imvorted articles (coming in competition with our own) as woul(l 
furnish protection to American capital and American labor. 
The Democratic Party has stood for su~h rates of duty on im­
ported articles' as would furnish us sufficient revenues to run 
the Government when economically administered, apparently 
without regaru to the effect on American capital nnd Americnn 
labor. The "insurgent" and "stand-pat" Republicans differ on 
matters here and there, bnt all stanu for some sort of protec­
tion an<l. none for free trade. The tariff is essentially a selfish 
question. The Democrats want a tariff for revenue only. The 
Repuulicans want a tariff not only for revenue, but a tariff so 
Jeyied as will protect American cnpitul and American labor. 
l\fost everybody wants a tariff levied on the products of foreign 
countries coming into our own country, in order to raise suffi­
cient revenues to defray the necessary expenses of this great 
Government. We differ as to just how to get this money; but 
all agree that it is much to our liking to get it from the pockets 
of the foreigner, if we can, rather than to take it out of our 
own. And here at home I find that our views as individuals 
are much warped by how tariff duties, or ·the lack of them, on 
this article or that are going to affect us. The Middle West 
and their Representatives here, or the most of them, want free 
lumber and protection on agricultural products. Why? Be­
cause they produce the one and do not produce the other. They 
want to buy as cheap and sell as high as they can. The lumber­
producing districts want protection on lumber anu wot.Id like 
to see farm products on the free list. Wpy? Because they 
want to sell what they have to sell as high as they can a.nd buy 
what they have got to buy as cheap as they can. The New Eng­
land ,manufacturer is interested in having protection on the 
product he manufactures and a11parently would take quite a 
delight, some of them, in buying products of the farm from the 
farmer free. 
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It has been wisely said that the tariff question is a local 

question, un<l tlle author of that saying could have added, with 
equal trutlJ, "and a selfish question." The tariff will ha·n~ to 
stand ns a whole, or it can not stand at all. 

The Democrats, through their representatives here, have put 
the products of the American farmer on the free list, so far 
as Canada is concerned; and Cannda is our closest and most 
dangerous competitor. It seems to me that any unpreju<liccll 
mind must ndrnit that great injury has been done the farmer 
in fue passage of the reciprocity agreement with Canada. In 
fact, tl1e Democratic majority on the Ways and l\Ieans Com­
mittee, in making a report on ihc farmers' free-list bill, ad­
mitted thnt the American farmer was getting the worst of it in 
the reciprocity ngreement with Canada, and urged that the 
fa rmers' free-list bill be passed to remedy that wrong. In the 
report just referred to this significant language is used: 

In fact, action on the Cana<lian agreement invol>es the necessity of 
further and immediate action in removing a number of duties on 
imports from other countries, in order tbnt justice may be done to 
the great army of our agricultural producers. 

The Democratic Party knows that the American farmer has 
been unfairly dealt with in putting his products in open com­
petition with the products of the Canadian farmer. Canada 
is a new and undeveloped country, with matchless possibilities 
nnd unboun<led resources. 

It seems that many, if not most, Americans realize this fact, 
for in the year 1909, $304,000,000 belonging to· enterprising 
inhabitants of the United States were invested in the Dominion 
of Cannda, most of it being put in mines and timber ~nd 
timber lands. 

Ninety thousand nine hundred and ninety-nine residents of 
the United States left this country in the year 1899 and made 
their future homes in Canada. North Dakota furnished 
16,000 of this number, while Minnesota and the State of 
Washington each furnished over 11,000. 

Canada, in 1910, produced 95,000,000 bushels of whent avail­
able for export. Her total yield that year was 1G6,744,000 
bushels. She, therefore, produced twice as much as she needed 
for her own consumption, and n.ctually exported that year 
57,000,000 bushels of wheat, much of it coming to the United 
States. In that same year the United States exported only 
114,000,000 bushels of wheat. This gives some idea of what 
Canada will do along this line when her 8,000,000 people reach the 
92,000,000 point, which we boast of possessing in this country. 

The Canadian wheat lands, of which there arc 30,000,000 acres 
in the Provinces of l\Ianitoba, Alberta, and Saskatchewan alone, 
average, when in cultivation, 22 bushels of wheat to the ncre, 
while the average yield of the United States is only 15 bushels 
per acre. Experts say that Canada is capable of produc~ng as 
much wheat yearly as is now produced in the United Sta tes. 

Canada exported to the United States in 1908 $2,582,001 
worth of live stock, cattle, hogs, sheep, and horses. In 1900 
Canada shipped to the United States $1,84'7,836 worth of brcnd­
stuffs, wheat, rye, beans, and so forth. In the same year she 
shipped $382,118,000 worth of provisions-beef, cheese, eggs, and 
so forth-to the United States. · 

In the year 100!) Canada prouuccd $2,912,509 worth of hogs, 
$2,705,390 worth of sheep, and $7,234,085 worth of cattle. In 
the same year she produced 55,398,000 bushels of barley, 
166,744,000 bushels of wheat, and 353,466,000 bushels of oats. 
The total field crops of Canada in 1909 were valued at $552,-
992,100. In the year 1908 Canada stood tenth among the nn.­
tions of the world as a wheat producer, and in 1900, one year 
later, she held the fifth position. 

These figures show something of Canada's capacity alon,.... 
agricultural lines and something of her danger to us us a com~ 
pctitor in agricultural products. 

For these and other reasons I voted against the reciprocity 
agreement with Canada and did what I could to avert its pas­
sage, believing that great harm and injury would result to the 
American farmer by reason thereof. But since that bill has 
passed this House, since the Democratic Party has, throurrh 
its passage, made this onslaught on the farmers of our cou~- · 
try-about one-sixth of our population-in the interest of 
"cheaper food," and since our farmers are, as far as Canada 
is concerned, forced to sell the products of their farms in a 
free market and buy the things they have got to buy in a pro­
tected market, I repent that I much regret that the farmers' 
free-list bill, now soon to bo voted on here, has, what appears 
to me, so many unwise and unfair provisions in it. 

If this free-list bill had been one to benefit and not merely 
appease the American farmer, it would have had my hearty 
support. If it had been a bill realJy to help the American 
farmer and not to make political capital nt his and others' ex­
pense, it would have had on the floor of this House no advocate 
moro earnest than I, althougll, as I have said, I would Jmve 
been against it as an original proposition, 

Now, let us look at some of the provisions of this so-called 
farmers' free-list bill. It provides that "plows, tooth harrows, 
disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, · agricultural drills 
and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing ma­
chines, cotton gins, farm wngonB, farm carts, and all other 
agricultural implements-whatever that way mean-of any 
kind and description, whether specifically mentioned herein or 
not, whether in whole or in parts, including repair parts, 
•:• •:• •:• sl!all be exempt from duty when imported into the 
United States." 

The gentlemen on the opposite side of this Chamber main­
tain that they propose to pass tllis bill in the interest of the 
American farmer. That being their ayowed purpose, it would 
be well to look dispassionately at the situation and sec whether 
or not this portion of the bill, if passed, will redound to the 
benefit of the farmers of our country, aud to what extent, if 
any. If this part of the bill, when passed, will greatly benefit 
our farmers, then it ought to receive the hearty support of all 
the Members here. 

To ascertain whether or not this part of the bill, if enactecl 
into law, will benefit our farmers, it is necessary to d'Hermine 
at least three things: 1. What is the present stntus of the arti­
cles mentioned in this part of the bill rel a ti ye to tariff duties? 
2. What are the prices on these various articles now, in our 
own country and abroad? 3. A.nd what effect, if any, will the 
pass::ige of this bill have on the price of the. articles mentioned 
herein? 

Addressing myself to the first inquiry I find under section 47G 
of our present tariff law, which is now in uperation, that 
" plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricul­
tural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, 
thrashing machines, and cotton gins, and so forth, shall be im­
ported into this country free of duty," provided "no tax or 
duty" shall be imposed on us, "on like nrticles imported from 
the United States" into other countries, and in the event any 
foreign country refuses to let us ship our agricultural imple­
ments, and so forth, free of duty jnto it, then we charge that 
country 15 per cent ad valorem fo r shipping its like implements 
into this country and enjoying the privilege of our American 
markets. 

Is there anything radically wrong about these provisions of 
our present tariff law? We offer to let farming implements of 
other countries come into this country free of duty if they will 
let our farming implements go into their country free of duty. 
Anything unfair_ about that? Is it right for us to give the yari­
ous countries of the world a free market for their agricultural 
implements in this country and, in turn, be deniecl a free mnrket 
for our agriculturul market in theirs? Should we discriminate 
against our own industries, or any part of them, in favor of 
the industries of foreign countries? Should the American mrmu­
facturcr, simply because he is a manufacturer, who employs 
well-paid American labor, be discriminated against in farnr of 
another manufacturer, who employs cheap-paid foreign labor? 
Is it right that American manufacturers of agricultural imple­
ments, who employ American labor, should be forced to pay 
a duty on the agricultural implements which they send to other 
countries and let the manufacturers of agricultural implements 
of other countries, who employ foreign labor, scncl their agri­
cultural implements i'nto this country free of duty? Such a 
course discriminates against both American capital and A.mer~ 
ican labor. A.ncl, besides that, it is my information that the 
International Harvester Co.-and which is sometimes referred 
to as the Agricultural Implement Trust-has manufacturing 
plants not only in America, but in Canada, Sweden, Russia, 
France, and Germany; and that agricultural implements are as 
cheap, or about as cheap, in .America as they are elsewhere. 

If that be true, and if this tariff law, which is soon to be 
enacted here, is to remain long in force, would it not be a wise 
idea for the International Harvester Co. and other concerns in 
the United States engaged in making farm implements to re­
move their plants to Canada and elsewhere a.nd save the thou­
Eands of uollars annually which are now paid this Government 
in tariff duties for the privilege of shipping and selling agri­
cultural implements into this country. 

In that event this Government would not only lose the 
thousands of dollars paid in tariff duties, but our wage earners 
would lose $-50,000,000 annually now paid American labor in 
the manufacture of agricultural implements. 

In 1005 the United States produced $111,344,975 worth of 
agricultural implements. There were in· the year of 1900 
46,582 wage earners employecl in the Unite.d States in the 
manufacture of agricultural implements. In that year there 
wp.s $157,707,051 of American money invested in the m:mu­
facture of .... -b.ese implements. The State of Kentucky alone 
had $1,735,595 invested in this enterprise, and paid Kentucky 
.wage earners over $300,000, The State of Illinois ha.d 
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$G2,202,320 im·estcd in the manufacture of agricultural imp1e- Canada, three years ago, shipped $11,000,000 worth of cattle, 
meuts, and paid over $9,000,000, exclusirn of officers and clerks' on the hoof, to Europe; five years ago we shipped $22,000,000 
salnries, to American wage earners. worth of meats to Europe; and last year we shippeu only 

To let the cheaply made agricultural implements be shipped $12,000,000 worth of meats to Europe. 
into this country free of dn y would be, indeed, an unjust and The countries which I have already referred to, which are 
unfair discrimination against American capital and American producing cheaper meat than it is iu our power to produce, h:rrn 
labor, especially in view of the fact that tariff duties must be already taken much of our foreign markets from us. Argen­
paid by us on all the agricultural implements which we send tina, for instance, in lDOD sent $32,000,000 worth of meats to 
!or sale to other countries. · Enropc ; New Zenl:rnd sent $17,000,000 to Europe; other coun-

Since agricultural implements are already as cheap in this tries were and are hen YY meat exporters. 
country as elsewhere, and since we lose tllous::mus of dollars in 'l'he authors of this free-list bill propose to let all these other 
reYenue for this ·Government and transfer millions of dollars countries send their cheaply produced meats to the United 
from American to foreign labor, it is eYident, it seems to me, States and enjoy the privilege of the .A.merican market without 
that this section of the farmers' free "fnke" bill if enacted paying a cent duty for the privilege of doing so; and in turn 
into law, will hurt, not help, both the American farmer and the our farmers and stock raisers are denie<l the privilege of send­
American people generally. ing their meats to other countries without paying, in many in-

Tllis farmers' free "fake bill" provides also "that on anu stances, heavy tariff cluty thereon. nut we are tol<l that even if 
after the day following the passage of this act IJecf, veal, mutton, the Americ:un farruer does have to sell his farm products cheaper, 
lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted., pickled,. dried, I and, especially his meat products cheaper, by reason of the 
smoked, dresse<l and undressed, prepared or pre erved m any , passage of this free-list bill, that in turn he can buy what he 
rn:umer, bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lar<l cornpounu and lard hn::; to buy so much cheaper by reason thereof that he will in the 
substitutes, sausage, sausage meats shnll be exempt from dnty encl be greatly benefited. Let us look into that claim for a few 
when imported into the United States." Before the passage of moments and see what truth, if any, there is to that statement. 
this bill I propose to introduce the following amendment: The Democratic Party has for years contended that the price 

Provided That beef veal, mutton, lamb. pork, n.nd other meats stipu· of any given article to the consumer is increasc<l by the amount 
lnted in this section of the blll, and which are produced in the Unl~ed of the tariff duty leyied on that article. In other words that 
States, shall be admitted free of ~uty into the C?untr! or countne~! the consumer pays the tax. I am not saying that that is 'true · 
dependency or dependencies, which import any of llke 111 ticles into tl.u .~ b t .f "t b t t .1 ,1 b th D t" p t l t ., 
country. n I I e rue, as con enueu. y e emoc.ra ic ar y, e us 

I ha:ve no idea that the amendment I will offer will pnss this see whether or not. the Am:r~can ta:mer .will ~e ~e~efited by 
H Th t · th i th t the Democratic Ileprcsentatirns the passnge of this. farmers free-list bill. ~akmo th~ ad 
he~·~s~ave a~re~gy hel~ a ~aucus on this bill and have already ~-alor?m .r~te 0~ di.ity ~nth~ year.1909 on the a~ticles mentioned 
d ·.1 cl th t dm t h . e>er meritorious shall haYe a m tlus farmers free-h~t bill, which the. farmer has ~o buy, an<l 

eciue a no am.en en • 0~ ' art of this the farmers' consumpt10n of these articles herein m the year 
chance to become mco:porated l.Ilto and made a P • mo. -the only <1'11e on which I now have the figures at my com-
measure when enacted rnto law. · l I fi d that t•·e f" · ·s f cou try unde · th D The Democrats of this House have decided that this farmers' rnnm- n u uimer 0 our . . n . r e emo-
free-list bill shall pass this House without amendment from cra~ic theory woul<l .save $93,860,014 m b~yrng manufactured 
anybody. That, however, shall not deter me from offering ~rticl.es and ?thei: thmgs he ~as to bt~y which are enume:ated 
whatever amendments, which, if enacted into law, wonld, in m tins frc~-hst bill. nut while t~at is true, .the sam? process 
my judgment, proYe to be beneficial to the country at large, of calculutwn s~o~s that:- the farm.ers o~ th~s co.1:1ntry wou.ld 
and especially the district I have the privilege and honor of lose each Y?ar $-9~,Gl8,28v by ther.: reductio? m pnces of farm 
repre enting. The Democratic Party, through its Ways :rnd pro<lucts: or. a total loss of $198,7v8,371, or $33.12 annually to 
.l\Ienns Committee, sai<l in its report on the farmers' free-list e>cry farmer. 
bill that great injury had been done _" the "great army of our T.ABLEJ 1.-Sllowing suppo11cd reduction to farmers in manufacturecl 

products iclzich the farmci· buys, included in H. R. 4413, u;hich is the agricultural vroducers" through and by reason of the passnge farmers' free-list bill. 
of the Canadian pact; that "the adYantages of the agreement 
are greater for the people of Canada than for the people of our 
own country"; and hence the introduction of the farmers' free­
Iist bill to remedy that wTong. But does it remedy it? Will 
this section of the farmers' free-list bill, which removes the duty 
on beef, mutton, pork, and so forth, actually help the American 
farmer-the American producer? 

We produced in this country, in the year 1905, $760,764.477 
worth of fresh and presened meats, while only $477,7u5 worth 
was imported into this country from other countries for con­
sumotion. 

rri the year 1910 we produced in this country in the nei~h­
borhood of $1,000,000,000 worth of fresh and preserved meats. 
while only $736,165 worth were imported into this country 
from other countries for consumption and on which $15D,8G5 in 
duties were paid to us by foreign countries. But they tell us 
if we will let foreign meats come into this country free of duty 
thn t we can well afford to lose $159,865 yearly in duties paid 
to this country, because they say that if we permit free meats 
to come to this country it will greatly reduce the price of meats 
and therefore the cost of living. 

If it be true, as contended by Democratic R epresentatives here, 
that the importation of meats into this country from foreign 
countries free of duty will greatly reduce the price of meat , 
and therefore the cost of living, on whom I ask, will this bur­
den of reduced cost of meats fall? The American farmer raises 
cattle and hogs and sheep, and so forth, from which beef antl 
pork and mutton, and so forth, are produced. Now, if the price 
of beef and pork and mutton, and so forth, are greatly reduced, 
will not the price of cattle and hogs and sheep, and so forth, 
be necessarily reduced and will not the American farmer be 
the great sufferer from this transaction? 

'Ve now have over G,000,000 farmers in the United States, 
and no legislation should be enacted here or elsewhere that 
fails to give their interest due consideration. 

The interests of the farmers and stock raisers of our country 
are nlrendy greatly imperiled by the importation of cheaply 
produced frozen meats from other countries. A number of our 
competitors in such meats are the countries of Canada, New 
Ze;tlnnc.1, Argentina, Australia, :Mexico, and other countrles, 
which produce much more of meats than they consume and are 
already exporting largely to other countries. _,. 

cg1n~~fet~n Ad valo- ~~cPJc~~~~ Farmers' 
Articles. United Stales rem duty part of 

1905. 1910. in price. reduction. 

Agricultural implements ........ _ $90, 637, 110 20 18, 127,422 $18, 127, 422 

B~f~~ :~~ _c~-~~~ ~~~~:-~~~~~~~ 20,031,614 28 7, 288,851 7, 288,851 
Cotton ties "(hoop or band iron)._ 12,639, 9.33 36 4,541,373 4,541,373 
Leather, boots, shoes, harness, 

493, 005, 263 33,510,300 11,170,112 saddles, saudlcry, etc .. __ .. __ .. 7 
Barbed and other fence wire, 

wire rods, strands, ropes, etc._. 113, 027, 205 28 31,647,017 31, 647,617 
Lum her, laths, and shingles._ . __ 099, 599, 293 8 55, 9fi.'3 , !l79 18, 654,Ci.59 
Se"i.ng machines and parts oL .. 8,497,4(')4 30 2, 549, 239 849, 746 
Salt.-·-·---·--··-········-···-·· 9,540,827 50 4, 770,412 1,590,134 

Total annual gairi to farm-
93,869,914 ers ....... ..... ·-- ... -.... ·············· ........... ............. A verago annual gain to 

15. 64 each !armer ..... _ ... _ .... .................. . ............... 
-

In the nbove table I have assumed that farmers will get the 
benefit of all the reduction in prices of farm implements, cotton 
bngging, cotton ties, an<l barbed and other wire for fencing. nut . 
leather, l.Joots nnd shoes, lumber, sewing machines, and salt. arc 
used by all classes of citizens. I have therefore assumed. . that 
the fnrruers would consume one-thiru of these articles, and 
hence should be credited with only one-third of the reduction in 

·the cost of these articles. 
T .\TILE 2.-Showing suppo.9ed reduction i;, prire ot nrticle11 .manufactured 

from farm prodttcts, which the farmer sells, included m H. R . . HLS, 
10hich would be a loss to the farmers. 

cir!~~reurg Ad valo- Supposed Por capita 
Articles. United States rem duty reduction to oach 

1905. 1910. in price. farmer. 

Frrsh and presrrved meats ... _ .. 8614, 895, 219 23 . $lli2, %9, 5G4 25. 47 
Flour and grits, ccrc:i.ls and bread. 065,041,533 21 139, 658, 721 23.27 

Tot:i.l annual loss to farmers. ...................... 
Average ann ualloss to each 

. ......... 292,618,285 48. 74 

farmer ... . _ ... __ .. _ ...... .................. .............. . ................. 48. 7i 
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· In other words, by taking the Democratic contention and 

figures which I have referred to, it is shown that by the pas­
sngc of this bill there will be a total loss annually to the farm­
ers of the United States of $198,758,371, or each farmer will 
incur a net loss of $33.12 yearly. 

We exported, in 1D10, $106,844,808 worth of fresh and pre­
senecl meats to other countries, American markets having first 
been supplied by the products of the American farmer, all 
excevt $736,1G5 worth of meats, which were shipped into this 
country from otller countries. 

Now, it is proposed by the framers of this bi11 not only to 
turn over the entire annual American market of about $1,000,-
000,000 free to all the countries of the world, with a loss in 
revenue of OYer $200,000 annually, but at the snme time to 
force us to pay a tariff duty on all tlle meats, and so forth, we 
export to other countries. 

Under tllis arrangement all the other countries of the world 
can llave the benefit of the American market without paying 
a copper for the privilege of selling their meats, and so forth, 
in tllis country; but when we seek a market in which to sell our 
surplus, then we have to pay for it in the shape of tariff duties. 

Tl.le amendment I haye referred to and which I propose to 
offer will ,remedy this evil will at least force foreign coun­
tries tliat make us pay a duty for the priYilege of selling our 
meats, and so forth, in their markets likewise pay a duty to 
us for the privilege of selling their meats, and so forth, in our 
markets. It is not fair nor just nor right to furnish free mar­
kets to the world and in turn be denied by the world free mar­
kets for our products. 

I will not attempt to discuss at length the leather, boot, and 
shoe schedule in this bill. Tl.le truth is that the American 
shoe worker is paid from 35 to 90 per cent more for wages 
than the foreign shoe worker, but he does more work and better 
work than his colaborers in other countries. 

Our present tariff of 10 per cent on shoes made of bovine 
and calf and 15 per cent on slloes made from other leather 
fall far short of equalizing the wages paid in foreign coun­
tries, which, excepting England, have practically a prohibitive 
duty. In Canada it is 30 per cent; France, 57 to 95 cents per 
pair; Belgium, 27 cents per pound; Germ:rny, 25 per cent; 
Austria, 20 cent per kilo; Japan, 40 per cent, and so on. 

lf the tariff dnty of from 10 to 15 per cent which is now in 
operation in this country is wiped out, as is proposed in' this 
bill, without requiring a similar concession from other coun­
tries, it puts both American capital and American · labor at 
great disadyautage. 

According to the last Government report, the United States 
pays her boot and shoe employees an average of $38.33 per 
month, or five times as much as they are paid in some of the 
foreign countries. 

Tnn bark is used in the manufacture of shoes from hides of 
ctl.ttle, and so forth. We produce in the eleventh congressional 
district of Kentucky a good deal of tan bark, and if the boot 
and shoe industry of the United States is crippled, it will 
greatly cripple that industry in the district I have the honor 
to represent, injuring both the laborers and owners of tan 
bark, as well as those owning the timber from which tan bark 
ls taken. 

There is nnother provision in this farmers' free-list bill 
wllich ought to defeat its passage. The section of the bill to 
whi cll I refer provides that-

Ti-mber, hewed, sided, or Sf'(un.red, or round timber used for spars or 
ln building wharves, shingles, In.tbs, fencing posts, sawed boards 
plnnks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, etc.- ' 

Shaii u'e-
~cmpt from duty when imported into the United States. 

We produced in the United States in the year 1!)10 $724 -
705,760 worth of lumber, laths, and shingles, and we exvorted 
in that same year to other countries $47,504,809 worth of lum­
ber, laths, and shingles. The lumber has been and is yet one 
of our big industries. At one time the United States was the 
greatest timber country in the world to its size. There was 
a time when the forests of the United States covered 850 -
000,000 acres. It is claimed that we have left something nea'r 
550,000,000 acres of timber lands, but great inroads have been 
made upon the supply of yaluable timber in all parts of this 
country. 

\>Ye now take from our forests yearly 20,000,000,000 cubic 
feet of wood, 90,000,000 cords of firewood, 40,000,000 feet of 
luml.Jer board measure, 118,000,000 hewn ties, and a billion and 
a lmlf of stayes, besides immense quantities of lumber used in 
otller ways, and it is a Ilea vy drain upon the forests of our 
country. 

XLVII--G2 

In my judgment a pretty hard blow was struck at the lumber 
business of the United States in the passage of the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement, although a duty of 10 cents per 1,000 
pieces was retained on laths, and a duty of 30 cents per 1,000 
pieces was retained on shingles, and a duty of 50 cents per 
1,000 feet, board measure, was retained on " sawed boards, 
planks, deals, and other lumber plane<l or 1:inished on one side." 
It is true, of course, under the -reciprocity agreement, that 
"sawed boards, planks, and other lumber not otherwise manu­
factured than sawed," as well as "timber hewn, sided, or 
squared, otherwise than by sawing," and so forth, were put 
upon the free list with Canada, but not with the rest of the 
worl<l. In other words, ·rough lumber, in the main, was put 
upon the free list with Canada under the reciprocity pact, while 
lumber pnrtly or at all manufactured was not. But under 
this free-list bill lumber of all kinds, except mahogany, rose­
wood, ancl a few others, are put upon the free list. Shingles 
and lnths were put upon the free list, ancl while Canada can 
now sllip shingles and laths into this country free of duty, we 
will have to pay a duty for the priYilege of shipping our shingles 
and laths into Canada. 

In lumber, shingles, laths. and so forth, our northern neigh­
bor, Canadn, " the Indy of the snows,'' is our closest and most 
dangerous competitol'. 

Canada is a Yast country in aren, containing 700,000 square 
miles more territory than the Uniteu States, le:ning out Alaska. 
It is a country largely unueveloped, with boundless resources. 
Take British Columbia, for example. That Province possesses 
the largest compact area of merchantable timber anywhere to 
be found in the whole of North America. The truth is that 
western Canada will soon be furnishing lumber for a large part 
of the world's requirements. The lumber produced in British 
Columbia now finds a market all over tlle worlu, large quan­
tities of it being shipped into the United States. 

The Province of Gntario produced $24,300,077 worth of lumber 
in 1D09; the Pwdnce of Quebec produced $10,838,608 worth the 
same year; while other Proyinces in Canada rushed the grand 
total up to $54,439,030. In the same year Canada produced over 
$1,000,000 worth of laths and over $3,000,000 worth of shingles. 

In the month of October, 1009, Canada shipped $1,935,977 
worth of planks and boards into the United States, $244,525 
worth of laths, palings, and pickets, and $178,110 worth of 
shingles. If Canada can ship this much stuff into the United 
States in one month and pay our tariff duties on same, what 
mny we expect now, when she has no tariff duties to pay? Lum­
bering will for many years !Je one of the chief industries of 
Canada. Much of her virgin forests are yet untouched by tlle 
hands of man. 

To expose to the cheap-paid labor of Canada, and without 
tariff interference, except to our detriment, the lumber interests 
of this country, big and little-whether on the country farm 
and in the tree or at the mill and manufactured into planks. 
bo::mls, or otherwise-is to me a proposition so preposterous as 
to merit the condemnation of every fair-minded American. 

The reciprocity pact with Canacla did girn the lumber interest 
of our country a little protection in that our lumber was put 
upon an equal footing with Canadian lumber, except we were 
exposed to the cheaper paicl labor of that country; but under 
the free-list bill, Canada has the privilege of sending practically 
all of her lumber to this country free of duty, while the United 
States can not send any of her lumber to Canada that is 
partly, or at all, manufactured without -paying a heavy duty 
on same. That this is an unfair discrimination against us and 
in favor of Canada, as well as other countries, it seems to me 
no one can either donbt or deny. ' 

In behalf of the lumber owners (not the Lumber Trusts) 
and the lumber indush·y of the United States, and especially 
in the interest of the farmers of the eleventh congressional dis­
trict of Kentucky, who llaYe tracts of timber on their farms 
and others engaged .in the lumber industry in that district, i 
propose to offer an amendment to the lumber section of the 
farmers' free-list bill, wllich will provide that no country that 
charges us duty on our lumber, when shipped into its territory 
can ship its lumber into this country free of duty. ' 

The amenclment I have prepared and which, at the proper 
time, I shall offer, is as follows: After the words "cabinet 
woods,'' in the section of tl;!is l;>UJ_ n.r.ov!ding for no tariff to be 
charged or levied on lumber, and so forth, when shipped into 
this country, add the following: 

Provided, That each and all the articles specified in this section 
and produced in the United States, f;ball be ndmitted free of duty int~ 
all countries, dependency, or dependencies, which imports any of said 
articles into this country. 

This is a fair and just amendment-one that ought to pass 
this House. No country that charges us a duty for the priyilcge 
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of shipping and selling our lumber, and so forth, into its market 
should be permitted the privil~gc of shipping and selling its 
lumber llcre, in our market, free of claty. 

I feel sure that the amendment I ha\e offered will not pass 
this House. No nmw dment offered by any Republican will 
pass this House, because the Democratic majority here ha\e 
determined to pass this bill without amendment; but I want 
to enter my protest against its unfair provisions. '!'here are 
some things in the free-list bill I would be glad to vote for, 
and would vote for, if presented separately and not coupled 
with such unfair provisions as the lumber and meat schedules, 
for instance. 

If the southern rice planters and sugar growers or producers 
are to haye the privilege of buying free lumber, those who own 
timber up in my district, or engaged in its manufacture, would 
like to han~ the privilege of buying free rice and free sugar 
from their neighbors in the South, who are permitted to buy 
their luruber free. 

In the year 1910 there were $79,000,000 "\\Orth of beet and cane 
sugar produced in the United States, nnd in the imme year our 
neighbors to the south produced 1,000,000,000 pounds of rice. 
Why did not the framers of this farmers' free-list bill put rice 
and sugar on the free list? Its authors put ground meal and 
wheat flour on the free list. They are produced in my district 
ancl in the North and West, but 1lemons, oranges, grapefruit, and 
rice and rice flour, which are produced in the South, arc left 
on the protected list. Did the framers of this bill put lumber 
and ground meal and wheat fl.our, ancl so forth, on the free list 
because they are produced in certain sections of the United 
States, and lea\e sugar and rice and rice flour and lemons and 
oranges, ancl so forth, on the protected list because they arc 
produced in certain other sections of this country-certain 
Democratic sections of this country? 

This is the first time in 16 years that the Democratic Party 
has hacl a majority of RepresentatiYes on the floor of this House. 
In the main, for more than a score of years, the Democratic 
Party here bas been n party of obstruction-a party of theory. 
And the political tidal wave that brought the Democratic Party 
in the majority in this House was not so much of an expres­
sion of confidence in the Democratic Party as a rebuke to what 
the people thonght was a dereliction of duty to them upon th<! 
part of the Republican Party, coupled with a lamentable divi­
sion in its own ranks. The Democratic Party uoes not now 
haYe the confidence of a majority of the American people. 
'rhe Democratic Party can win that confidence only by wise ancl 
constructi\e statesmanship. It can not win it by striking down 
an industry here and an industry there. It can not win it by 
legislating for one class of our people and agninst another 
class of our people. It can not win it by legislating for one ·sec­
tion of our country ancl against another section of our country. 
It can not win it, and it does not deser\c to "\\in it, by legislation 
more fayorable to other countries than our own. The cham­
pionship of the people's rights should be confined by this House 
to the championship of the rights of Americans. Let foreign coun­
tries, except in extreme cases, look after their own. [Applause.] 

Ur. LONGWORTH. Ur. Chairman, in the bill which we have 
before us we sec the concrete result of 1G years of Democratic 
deliberation. I regret that I fincl myself unable to compliment 
the majority of my colleagues on the Committee on Ways 
nncl Means on this their first essay in tariff legislation. The 
product of their deliberations is a bill which they themsel-rns 
can not explain except in the \aguest terms. If tllere is one 
thing uesirnble in a tariff bill, and particularly in one like this, 
which affects millions of people an.cl perhaps billions of money, 
it is clarity, and clarity is a feature of this bill that is con­
spicuous by its absence. It is utterly impossible for either 
friend or foe of this measure to more than guess at what it 
means. Its friends do not seem able to explain what they in­
tend it to mean. Its opponents can form no iuea of what it 
does mean. No one knows, or if he uocs he has not so far ex­
plained, either "\\hat inclustries this measure is intended to af­
fect or wlrnt industries, as a matter of fact, it does affect. 

We are told in the report of the majority of the Ways ancl 
l\Ieans Committee that it is llopecl that it will not cause a loss 
of revenue of more than about $10,500,000; but we can not be 
sure from · anything that we ha ye so far heard that it may not 
amount to millions upon millions more. In their zenl to show 
tlrnt, at least upoH its face, this bill is intended to benefit one 
particulnr class of the comm_m1ity, its proponents have employed 
genern.l terms. For instance, the word " agricultural " is usecl 
in so loose n way that it is impossible to ten how the provisions 
in which this word appears shall be constI·ued. In reply to 
ciuestions askecl by Eome of us on this siclc who really want to 
know wbn.t we a rc voting for, we arc askecl to wait until the 
courts in the futme shall have construed this measure. 

The gentleman from Alabnma [~Jr. UNDERWOOD], the chair­
man of the Committee on Ways ancl Means, my very good 
friencl, and the one man on that side of the Hon.·e particularly 
qualified to discuss any question of the tariff, was unable 
to cite me the other <lay the paragraph in the existing law 
to which an item on which I questionecl him would apply. And 
later on, when I happened to hazard the remark that this pn.ra­
graph might be difficult of construction by the Treasury ofilcials, 
he replied, with a rather contemptuous refere11~e to the high­
priced Republican machinery which we had provided for the 
construction of tariff measures. I devoutly hope, Ur. Clrninnan, 
that this ."high-priced Republican nrncbincry " may nen.:r be 
called upon to construe this bill. But in the meantime it O(.;curs 
to me thnt the membership of this House is cutitlecl t 1..> };:1;ow 
what we nre \Oting upon now. 

The gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. ::\I.ANN], the lcuclcr uvon 
this siclc of the House, in his speecll the other <lny drilled this 
measure so full of holes that neither the polishccl suuYity of 
my friend from New York [)Jr. HARRISON] nor the brusque elo­
quence of my friencl from Kentucky [l\Ir. JAMES ] can make any, 
pretense of stopping them up. 

There are such phrases as these : 
All other agricultural implements of nny klnd or des~ription. 

Jllr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. LONGWORTH. I will ask not to be interrupted now. I 

will be glad to yield further on to my colleague. 
Also the following: 
Other materials sultable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 
Wire for baling hay, strnw, or other agricultural prou\:icts. 
Other kinds o! wire suitable for fencing. 
All prepared cereal f cods. 
They all occur in this bill. 
The gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. ~I.ANN] and others haye 

asked what these phrases mean. Your answer hns been, "They 
mean what they say." Now, that is no answer, gentlemen. It 
is no argument to say tlla t we upon this side of the Hous~ arc 
unduly technical, as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] 
said the other day. The membership of thls House is entitled 
to know what it is .:voting on. It does not know to-day, ancl it 
can not know uncler the language in this bill. 

We haYe, at least, the right to know how much revenue we 
are voting away from tile GoYcrnment, nnu there is not a man 
upon this iloor that can more than \aguely guess within mil ... 
lions. In the absence of any satisfactory e_ planation ns to 
how this· bill should be construed, in the ab~encc of any a~end ... 
ment or amendments which woulcl clarify its language, it is on~ 
duty as Members of this IIousc to vote it down. 

This House, intrusteu as it is with the origination of tariff 
legislation, ought not to pass a bill such as this, no matter 
how unfavorable the ultimate prospect may be of its becoming 
a. law. 

In the time at my disposal I <lo not intend to discuss m·ery 
feature of this bill, and only one in any great c1etail. I take up 
this feature not only been.use it affects millions of capital ancl 
thousands upon thousands of workmen, not only because it is 
a. great inuustry in the district which I have the honor to repre­
sent, but because it is the best example I can imagine as illus­
trating the present and future policy of the Democratic Party 
with regard to the treatment of American indm;tries. I mean 
the shoe and leather schedule. 
If I appro\e<l of every other feature of this bill, Mr. Cbair· 

man, I should oppose it because it undertnkes to put shoe~ and 
leather made from cattle hides on the free list. This vropo­
sition, it seems to me, strikes at the nry foundation of the 
Republican theory of protection. If we are to \Otc this propo­
sition into the law we might as well foreYer abandon the 
thought that we shall in the future giye any consiclern. tion 
whatever to .American industries or to Americnn labor in mak­
ing up tariff bills. 

We are here askccl to wipe out nlJsolutely the meager clnty 
that is still maintained upon leatller nncl slJOcs, and which 
is placed there to equalize tllc difference bet" ·ccn their cost 
of procluction here nn<l abroad. Not tlle sligllt est attem11t is 
made to show that there is no such difference in the cost of 
production, but we are simply told that if shoes nnd leatller are 
placed on the free li st it may possibly in the e:1d reduce their 
price in the bands of the consumer. 

The interests of the consumer nrc alone coJJsidered. The 
interests of the producer, both employer anc1 employee, are 
thrown absolutely to the winc1s. If tllerc were n. high cluty on 
shoes ancl leather; if it were claimed thnt there were inor<lii;ato 
profits ma.de in their manufacture; if any one of you wou1<.l enm 
remotely suggest that there is a combination in the shoe :md 
leather business there might lJc some cxcnse for hringing i11 this 
proposition at this time. But no such statement has been made. 
No such statement can be made. The duties on leather and 
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Eihoes are the lowest of those on the products of any great 
'American industry in a highly manufactured state; in the one 
case but o per cent, in the other case but 10 per cent. 

In the report of the majority of this committee the avernge 
dnty on the paragraph in this bill is placed at but 7.3S per 
cent. Does anyone, even the most radical free trader, claim 
that a duty of 7.38 per cent is prohibitive, or even excessive? 
Cnn anyone claim that a duty so small as this adds perceptibly 
to the cost of an article ·in the bands of the ultimate consumer? 

If there is one industry in which the keenest competition ex­
ists nncl always bas existed in every part of this country, it is 
tbe shoe and leather industry. If there hnd been any chance of 
a combination in a portion of it-that is, the tanning industry­
it was killed nb~olutely by the passage of the Payne law, which 
placed hides upon tbe free list. · 

Now, Mr. Clrnirman, I T'Oted for free hides, not in the interest 
of the shoe manufacturer nenrly so much as in the interest of 
tbe independent tanner. The prospect seemed to be that if 
hides were not placed upon the free list, if the existing duty was 
maintained, the Chicago packers would go into the tanning 
business; and controlling as they would practically the entire 
.American supply of hides, they would have had an advantage 
over their competitors of not less than 15 per cent, because their 
competitors would be thrown back upon the foreign market 
and have to pay a duty where the packers did not. 

Mr. RUCKER of Oolorndo. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The placing of hides upon the free list 

has made free competition among all the tanners of this coun­
try, and they have now a duty of only 5 per cent as against all 
their competitors throughout the world. 

l\fr. RUCKEJ!. of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The Cil.AIRl\f.AN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. I will yield for a very brief question. 
l\[r. RUCKER of Colorndo. Did the gentleman take into con­

iSlderation, when he voted to put hides upon the free li~t, the 
interests that the farmer and the stock grower had in the hide 
industry in this country? 

l\fr. LONGWORTH. Why, I believed at the time I voted to 
put hides on the free list that it would not reduce the price of 
cattle to any farmer, and the results seem to have proved that I 
wns right, because the gentleman from Colorado may remember 
that immediately after the passnge of the Payne law hides 
began to go up in price. 

I have always accounted for that by the supposition that the 
indepen<lent tanners were so afraid that a. duty would be main­
tained on hides and that they would be at a disadvantage of 
15 per cent, as compared with their big Chicago competitors, 
that tlley were not buying in the hide market at all, and when 
hides were put on the free list all of them at once began to buy 
their raw material. 

Now, in their wildest moments our opponents upon the other 
side of the aisle haT"e neT"er claimed that there was a. combina­
tion of the shoe industry. The word "shoe" trust is perhaps 
the only trust that is absolutely absent from their vocabulary. 
There are more than 1,300 shoe factories in this country, and 
they a re not confined, as some people seek to prove, to the ter­
ritory of my friend from Massachusetts. In fact, New Eng-. 
lan<l altogether produces probably less than half of the shoes 
produced in this country. No one has ever claimed that 
the cloak of combination has been thrown over either few 
or nmny of them. On the contrary, their competition ad­
mittedly is fierce everywhere. In· consideration of giving 
them their principal raw material-hides-free, Congress a 
few years ago reduced their protective duty 6·1) per cent, and 
it is to-day only 10 per cent. You propose now to wipe this 
absolutely out, still leaving the existing duties on the many 
other materials that are used in mnking shoes. Is this fair? 
Does this industry deserve the punishment you intend to inflict 
upon it? You say, "Yes; because some New England shoe 
manufacturers came before the Ways and Means Committee 
and said, ' Give us free hides and we will take free shoes.' " 
Now, my recollection of that incident is that there was just one 
mun who ever made the statement in a public hearing that he 
was willing to have shoes go on the free list if hides were 
placed on the free list. But if it be true that anyone from New 
England advocated free shoes, it is not true, so far as I know, 
that anyone from any other pa ·t of the country did; and it is 
certainly not true as to any shoe or leather manufacturer in 
the district which I have the honor to represent. 

I am not willing, if I can help it, that legislation should be 
passed which would wipe out these indush·ies or, at the very 
least, cause a certain reduction in the wages of the labor em­
ployed therein. If you are for free trade in leather and shoes, 

why not announce it as your policy with regard to all indus­
tries? Why do you single out this industry in particular, upon 
the flimsy excuse eithe:r that representatives of this industry 
ask for free trade, or that a duty of 7.38 per cent is a great 
burden upon the consumer? 

But you say that the American manufacturer is not entitled 
to any protection at al1, because under a duty of 25 per cent 
he was able to sell largely abroad and practically to control the 
American market. It is true that with modern machinery and 
modern methods Americai;i genius has been able, with a 25 
per cent duty, to beat its competitors abroad in some classes of 
this trade, and this moderate duty has been sufficient to pre\ent 
the flooding of this market with foreign shoes of an inferior 
grade. But the situation to-day is very different. The shoe 
manufacturers in every country a.broad have a<lopted our 
methods. They have installed our machinery in their factories. 
It will not be many months before practically e\ery large factory 
abroad will enjoy every advantage, both in method and equip­
ment, which bas enabled the American manufacturer to com­
pete with them in the past. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GABDNER] cited the instance of the factory in Helsingfors, 
Finland, which is being equipped with precisely the same 
machinery as that in the largest factory in Haverhill, Mass. 
Alrendy foreign competition is making itself T"ery substantially 
felt in our market, and not only that, but our business in every 
country in Europe is rapidly falling off. It has ceased almost 
entirely in South America, where a very few years ago we hnd 
a. large trade, and it has absolutely ceased in Australia, because 
Australia has just imposed a 30 per cent µuty against us, three 
times our present duty against Australia. 

I desire to insert at this point an article from the Boot and 
Shoe Trade Journal, of London. I will only read a sentence 
or two now, as it is somewhat long. 

ENGLISII AND AMERICAN SHOES. 

Our readers wlll receive with some amazement the news that it is the 
intention of the W. L. Douglas Shoe Co., of Brockton, one of the largest 
direct shoe-distributing houses in America.J to open stores in England. 
A few years ago we should have hesitatea to use so strong a t erm of 
astonishment, but many changes hnve taken place since then and con­
ditions have materially altered. Nevertheless, the pluck displayed by 
this concern in endeavoring to find a footing in England in the face of 
the now existing circumstances ls worthy of all praise. To the manu­
facturers of America we owe much, and to those who have opened retail 
stores here we owe perhaps a little. To the shoe manufacturers of the 
United States belongs the credit of waking up the shoe manufacturers 
of England, and we grant it to them in no ungrudging spirit, because 
we are not only thankful that they came and woke us up, but the 
awnkening has been to the shoe trade of this country a veritable god­
send, for we are now fully able to meet their competition at home and, 
furthermore, carry it with undoubted success into the very heart of 
America itself. The Douglas Shoe Co., therefore, comes to us under 
vastly different nnd vastly more difllcult conditions than those firms 
who established their stores here when the demand for American shoes 
was at its height and when the makers of American shoes could lay 
claim to features in their productions which were not to be found in 
goods of British manufacture. To-day the facts are otherwise. There 
is no good point in an American shoe that can not be found in British 
goods of equal value, and there is in addition much that is not to be 
found in the rival r.roduction. If the belief therefore exists that our 
American friends will again forge ahead and lea>e us behind, and that 
the belief is inspiring the new venture and furnishing food for conso­
lation amongst the proprietors of the American stores established here, 
then the sooner the delusion dies the better. This might not be the 
case if we were not meeting Brother Jonathan in an open field, if we 
bad not his competition to meet at home and on the Continent, and if 
we had not to meet the competition of the continental manufacturers, 
who ar·e waking up to new methods as ours have done.. Although the 
consumption of American shoes is declining in this country and on the 
Continent1 we have no doubt that very considerable quantities will con­
tinue to oe sold here and there, but ·such goods will undoubtedly lJe 
dis tributed mainly through the medium of American-owned stores. The 
more stores of this kind there are the less there will be for ench. F ew 
retailers stock the American article, and those who do are carrying it 
in diminished quantities each year. Looking at the figures just to hand 
for the last seven months of UHO, we find that .America sent us only 
$700,4GB worth of shoes as against $988,702 worth during the same 
period of l!>O!l. Her shipments to France fell in like mannar from 
:i;229,028 to $1GG,814, and to Germany from $371,266 tQ ~ 300,718. On 
the other hand, the shipment of English shoes to the contment went on 
increasing, and indications point to a further increase in the number 
and extent of the transaction. Let us take the case of Belgium as an 
example of the influence of the British boot on the Continent. France 
and Germany are her nearest neighbors. yet Englnnd snpplles the great­
est part of her imported footwear. The following arc the principal 
tlfiurP.s: Great Britain, value of sales last year, £67,.i400; France, 
£25,750; Germany, £20,GOO; Austria, £4,300; United l:ltates, £9,000. 
The reason 1s not hard to find. We are selling shoes to America, and 
the world knows it pretty well by now. The continental buyers of for­
eign shoes know it, too, and doubtless reason with themselves in this 
way: That if IDngland is Relling shoes to America it is because they are 
better and that it is policy for th~m to buy English shoes instead. In 
this wny the continental trade in foreign shoes is drifting from 
America to Elngland. It is, of course, a matter of much gratifl.cation 
to us not only because it brings extra grist to the Britisher's mill, but 
because this jou!."nal was instrumental in getting British shoes onto 
the American market. It is gratifying to us to know that our pioneer­
ing work has been successfully followed up and that a steadily growing 
trade is being built up in the United States and Canada. This week 
the representatives of six British firms start out to lay their samples 
before the buyers of the above-mentioned countries, and in our minds 
we have no doubt that the results will be pleasant to the firms in ques· 
tion. The interest displayed by both American and Canadlall buyers 
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in British goods is a happy omen. We say th.is because the American 
citizen is tlle most patriotic of all men. lie does not change his boot­
maker for sentiment; he changes for something better; and, desr>ite 
e•ery attempt on the part of our ultrapatriotic contemporaries in the 
States to belittle the merits of English-made footwear, our goocls arc 
for"'ing a way for themselves out there, and it is now more readily 
gra'ntccl that British boots are best, that they arc all we claim for 
them, and that, money for money, they are, owin~ to our nat!onul 
economic conditions and cbenper methods of production, of exceodmgly 
better value. (From the Boot and Shoe Trades Journal, London, 
England.) 

I call the English shoe manufacturers thomselvcs to witness 
that they can produce shoes of the same quality cheaper in Eng­
lancl to-<lay thnn we can and undersell us in our home marlrnt. 
Anu yet your proposition is to put boots and shoes, under these 
conditions, on the free list. 

Why can they produce shoos cheaper in England than they 
can here? This brings me to the very foundation of the ques­
tion before us. Have the English shoe manufacturers any ad­
>antnge by way of machinery over us? Not at all, because they 
ha>e our machinery, or at least machinery mnnufactured on 
the same lines, in accordance with their patent laws. 

H:rn~ they any advantage of method over us? Not at all, be­
cause they ha>e adopted our methoc.ls. What advantage, then, 
ha>e they? Simply an<l solely a lower wage sea.Jc. The wages 
in EngL'lnd are somewhere about one-half-possibly a little 
more, but in most cases about one-half-what they arc in this 
country. 

Now, if it be true that England can produce cheaper than we 
can then it is all the more true that other Euro11ean countries 
can' produce cheaper c>en than that, because there their wages 
are lower than England's wages. They are anywhere from 
two to four times lower than they are in this country. Herc, 
Mr. Chairman, we have an industry competing not only for the 
foreign, but to-day even for our home p:iarket, with e>cry Euro­
pean nation, an industry in which we ha:ve no advantage what­
ever o>er any one of our foreign competitors and but one 
marked disadvantage, to wit, the high wag-0 cost here. Here 
we have the Republican policy of protection reduced to bed.­
tock. We do not have to argue in this case nbout insuring 
profit to the manufacturer. 

The question here at issue is insuring reasonable wages to 
American workmen; and that is all there is to it. In your zeal 
for cheu.pening cost you propose to do it l>y reducing wages. 
You can not get away from it by any high-flown rhetoric or 
appeal to the farmer or anybody else. Your proposition is to 
make slloes cheaper by paying less wages to the man that makes 
them. You propose to reduce his purchasing power to the le\·el 
of that of the worst paid laborer in any foreign factory. [.Ap­
plause on the Republican side.] 

How about the shoe workers themsel>es? Do you think they 
are going to receive this proposition with equanimity? I call 
your attention to a letter printed in the RECORD of April 24, on 
page 566. I will only read one sentence of it. This letter is 
written by Mr. John Ii'. Touin, general president of the National 
Boot and Shoe Workers' Union, protesting aga.inst the passage 
of this measure : 

The greater efficiency of labor in the shoe industry in the United 
States ns against any forelgn country is not sufilclent to offset the 
lower standards of living in all foreign countries as compared with 
the United Stutes, notwitbstn.nding cheaper labor pri~s which prcrnil 
in foreign countries. 'l'o put shoes and f!nisbed leather on the free list, 
or in any way to reduce the present tariff', would compel the American 
flhoo manufacturers to meet foreign competition through the only 
avPnue open to them, namely, to attack the wages of the shoe workers 
and thereby bring about a standard of wages lower tllan at present, 
nnd which would result in an industrial warfare, and no doubt e•entn­
ally would lower the standard of wages and constantly lower the sio.nd­
arcl of linng. 

There you have the whole question in n nutshell. It I.ms been 
one o:( your stock arguments that although wages were higher 
here than tlley were abroad, the increased efficiency of the Amer­
ican workmen more than make up to the manufacturer for the 
difference in wages. If that is true anywhere it is not true 
here. Admitting that the American shoe worker may be more 
intelligent than his competitor abroad, his equipment and llis 
means of production are no better. They are on exactly the 
~rrme basis. Therefore, what Mr. Tobin says is perfectly true, 
that if you put shoes on the free list, the only recourse the 
American manufacturer can take if Ile desires to retain the 
American. m:irket will be to reduce wages. 

My friend the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] the 
other <.lay made a witty and eloquent if not a thoroughly con­
T'incing spec.ch upon this bill. He devoted much time to the dis­
cussion of the free list, and apparently enjoyed himself hugely 
in enumerating many of the articles that are contained therein. 
He re>elcd in the pronouncement of such items as broken bells, 
clried blood, fossils, and junk. He displayed some familiarity 
witll the humors of this paragraph. _ He was funny, but he 
might have been funnier. He spoke of H catgut" and "whip 

gut," but he forgot their ancient companion, "worm gut." He 
mentioned "junk," but he forgot its romantic colleague, "punk." 
He spoke of " fossils," but he forgot " bones." He spoke o:fl 
"dric<l blood," but he forgot "pula" and "divi-divi." He men­
tioned'' leeches," but he forgot" unmrmufacturcd l:wa." He dis­
played an almost inexcusable unfamiliarity with some of the 
more abstruse features of the free list~and I call this particu­
larly to the attention of my friend from New York [Mr. HARRI­
SON], because be is an authority upon the chemical schedule a~d 
all the products of chemicals-by neglecting to mention, for m-. 
stance, " amidonaphtolsulfoacids," " binitrochlorbenzol," '' dia­
ruiclostilbendisulfoacicl," "dimethylanilin," and other cliemica.ls 
of the kind which will readily occur to any close student of the 
free Ust. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Ho did not forget them. He 
only forgot how to pronounce them; that is all. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. His failure to enumerate "beeswax,'~ 
"burgundy pitch," "cudbear," "cnttle:Osh," " dragon's blood," 
" uncleanecl horsehair," "jalap," "munjcet," ''manna," " myro­
bolnns,'' "nux vomica," "salep," sometimes culled " salop," 
" skeletons," "turmeric," "witherite,'' and last, but not least, 
i; zaffer," was to my mind reprehensible, if not inexcusable, in 
a member of the majority side of the Ways and Means Com­
mittee who wns eEsnving to enlighten this House and the coun­
try upon the tariff i'i1 general and the Republican frcm list in 
particular. 

Now these and many other things upon the free list are 
filnny 'and they are alw::iys brougllt in to illuminate the some­
times' turgi<l speeches of Democratic orators upon the tariff 
question. Why are they funny? Simply and solely because 
they are not producctl in th.is count~'Y· .T~ey are u;itamili:n·. to 
tho average m:m. No American capital 1s mvcsted m producmg 
them. No American labor is employed in proc.lucing them. If 
Am·erican capital ancl American labor made these things, .there 
would be nothing funny about tllem. There is no more inherent 
I.rnrnor in tile word " zaffer " than there is in the word " wool." 
There is nothing funnier about the word "munjeet" than about 
tlle word " shoes." There is nothing more inherently comic 
about the word "spunk" than there is ubout the word 
"leather." An<l yet the pronouncement of "wool," "leather," 
and "sho~s" <loes not make people laugh. It is for the reason 
th..'lt shoes and leather and wool are great American industries, 
and conc.lucted in slillrp competition with other nations of tlie 
world, thnt they are not upon any Republican free list, anc.1 I 
hope never will be on :my free lis~. . . . 

Our -policy is to put noncornpetitl>e articles on the free list, 
articles which can not be produced here at all. It develops 
tbut it is the policy of our opponents to pnt competitive articles 
upon the free list, articles which can be and are produced at 
home. Under our present L'tw about half ..of everything im­
P<irted into tllis counh·y comes in free of duty, and that is 
because we arc unwilling to risk the increasing of the cost of 
any article to the consumer unless some .A.meric:m inclustry cun 
be cstablishe<l and maintained ancl some American worlancn 
given ornploymcnt. Tl.le logical result of the theory of gentle­
men upon tlie other side of a tariff for revenue is that a duty 
sllonlcl be placed upon e>cry article which can not be produced 
in tllis country, because what can not be produced llere must be 
imported, and must vroduce reYenuc if you i;mt a duty upon it. 
·That policy, carried to its logical conclus10n, would bm:dcn 
eYcry American consumer without benefiting a single American 
producer. 

We are opposed to a policy which would bur<leu any .American 
unless we are certain thereby to benefit some other .A.mm·icnn. 

Your free list woulcl not be so humorous as ours. You would 
cut out some of the humor by transferring it to 

0

the dutiable 
list and ac.ld to its seriousness by a transfer of serious subjects 
from the dutiable list. In your desire to make the free list less 
comic you will un<loubtedly succeed if you are cleva.tet1 to 
power in the Nation. When you have transferred to it a.rUcles 
well known in the everyday vocabulary of the '.American people; 
when you have placed the American producer on an exact l.cvel 
with the foreign producer; when you hnve placed Arucncan 
labor on an exact equality with the ill-paid labor of the rest of 
the world, there will be mighty litUe left to laugh at on the 
free list. And that is the result of the Democratic policy of a. 
tariff for re>enue ! [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Upon this Bide of tho House wo have recently differed slightly 
as to the true conception of the doctrine o.f protection. Some of 
us have evidenced by our votes on the Canadian reciprocity bill 
that we do not believe that. a duty upon any competing articlo 
should be abolished or substantially lowered, e>en in favor of 
some one country, and whether we get corresponding ndvan­
tages in the way of lower duties from that country or not. 
There are others of us, of whom I was one, who evidenced the 
belief that the ordinary rule docs not apply in the case of n: 
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reciprocal arrangement with one other country only, one sim­
ilarly situated and where industrial conditions arc substantially 
the same, antl where, by a mutual policy of give-and-take, what­
ever possible detriment we may sufrer in one direction would seem 
to be compensated for l>y corresponding advantages in others. 
To my mind the difference between a tluty fixed by Congress to 
carry out the terms of a reciprocal agreement negotiated with 
another country and a similar duty fixed in the general tariff 
is the difference between black and white. To me the distinc­
tion between a free list of competitive articles in a reciprocal 
agreement and in a general tariff is as clear as day is from 
night. 

If the reciprocity bill which lately passed the House had con­
tainetl free flour and free meat, I should have been glad to vote 
for it. I wish it had. I am perfectly willing to give Canada 
free flour ancl free meat if she will return the compliment, but 
I am not willing to put meat and flour on the free list as against 
every other country in the world whether they make any cor­
responding reduction to us or not; nor um I willing to give free 
shoes to Australia when Australia still retains a duty of 30 per 
cent against us. I am in favor of reciprocity in some cases in 
competitive articles, but I am opposed to free trade with the 
world in competitive articles. 

But I do not intend to discuss in detail the question of reci­
procity now. It is probable that the distinction which seems 
clear to me is a distinction which may seem to be without a 
'difference to some of my colleagues. But upon the proposition 
that we are to place on the free list, as applied to every nation 
in the world, articles which cost more to produce in this coun­
try than abroad, and in the production of which American capi­
tal is in"Vestcd and American labor employed, I believe there is 
no difference among us. We stand together upon the tariff 
plank in the last Republican platform. We insist that upon 
every article which we produce in competition with every nation 
in the world that the duty shall be maintained at least equal 
to the difference in the cost of production here and there. In 
this bill you ha"Ve in one article, at least, an exumple of the 
working of this theory of protection in its simplest form. You 
are asking us to put upon the free list an article which it is 
proved costs more to produce here than it costs to produce in 
any country in Europe, by an amount at least equal to the dif­
ference in the labor cost there and here. In your alleged zeal 
in the interest of the consumer you ignore absolutely the in­
terest of the American producer, both employer and employee; 
you consider only the interest of his foreign competitor. If 
there were nothing else in your bill that is objectionable, this 
a.lone ought to condemn 4.t in the eyes of any man who belie-res 
in the Republican theory of protection. Upon such a proposi­
tion as this I l>clievc that we upon this side can unite, and if we 
do, regardless of what may be the ultimate fate of this bill, we 
shall have done our duty to American industries and to Ameri­
can labor. We shall ha"Ve been true to the principles and tradi­
tions of the Republican Party. [Loud applause on the Repub­
lican side. J 

Mr. HELGESEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a question 

before he sits do·wn? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes; I will first yie!d to my colleague 

from Ohio [Mr. Cox]. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. It is the contention of my colleague that 

the part of the bill which relates to boots and shoes will be 
harmful to the shoe industry in Ohio, is it not? 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. It is. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that the largest m:mufac­

turcr of boots and shoes in O~io besieged this body two years 
ago with a request to take the duty off boots and shoes because 
it wns unnecessary? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not know whether it is true or not. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. You do not know whether the Wolf Bros., 

of Columbus, asked this House to take the duty off boots and 
shoes? 

:'.\Ir. LONGWORTH. I am not aware of that fact. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Every Member of this House received a 

letter. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I did not. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. It is the contention of the gentleman from 

Ohio that two years ago, if I am correct, boots and shoes might 
have been placed on the free list, but that since then the for­
eign mannfa"cturers have adopted modern American machinery. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It would have been safer then than now. 
:Mr. COX of Ohio. Then, the duty two years ago should not 

ha ye been put on boots and shoes, because our methods of mak­
ing them were much more modern than foreign methods? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am not discussing now whether a duty 
of 25 per cent on shoes in consideration of the fact that there was 
a duty of 15 per cent on Wdos was the nbsolutely correct duty or 
not. I am simply discussing the question as to whether the re­
moval of a duty of 10 per cent would not absolutely destroy the 
boot and shoe industry. It may be possible that some gentlemn.n 
in Ohio begged my friend and other Members of Congress to put 
hides upon the free list, saying, in an excess of enthusiasm. that if 
hides were placed on the free list the large manufacturer could 
stand free shoes. That was the statement made by one indi-

. vidual before the Ways and Means Committee. I do not know 
whether it was correct or not. I do know that the gentleman 
who made it, and who was representing at that time some of the 
New England shoe manufacturers, within a very few days came 
back and withdrew the statement ab.solutely. 

.Mr. COX of Ohlo. The promise was made to the Ways and 
l\feans Committee that if hides were placed on the free list 
that boots and shoes would be placed on the free list? 

:Mr. LONGWORTH. No such promise was eyer made. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit, he speaks 

of the humor of the situation. I think, in our State particu­
larly, if he obtrudes the observation that two :rears ago shoes 
could ha"Ve been placed on the free list, but now they can not, 
inasmuch as the foreign manufacturer has recently adopted 
American machinery, he will be contributing considerably to the 
humor of the situation. 

l\fr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman now, I think, is con­
tributing somewhat to the humor of the situation. I said that 
the humor of the situation consisted in the enumeration by 
Democratic orators of funny things they found on the Republican 
free list. Would the gentleman like to have wool on the free 
list? Would he see any humor in that? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. No. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
I will say frankly that I am not for free wool nt this time, 
fav-oring a cut of about 50 per cent in the whole woolen schedule. 
But I would like to ask the gentleman this question: Two years 
ago he dilated considerably upon the "Virtues of the maximum 
and minimum provision. It is significant that you do not refer 
to it to-day. Why? Has it not worked out well? 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. It has worked out beautifully. 
l\Ir. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that the maximum is not 

in operation? 
1\fr. LONGWORTH. It llas worked out so well that there 

is not a country in the world that does not give us as good 
treatment as it gi"fes to any other country, and there is no 
occasion for enforcing the maximum. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. A.s a matter of truth, Germany, whose 
tariff relations vdth us are not as desirable as with other 
countries, has been gi"fen the minimum provisions, and the gen­
tleman himself knows that the beginning of the Cn.nadian reci­
procity mon~ment was inspired by the fact that the maximum 
and minimum provision had proven an absolute failure. 

l\lr. LONGWORTH. On the contrary, it has been an eminent 
success. 

I now yield to the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. HEL­
GESEN]. 

Mr. HELGESEN. In speaking of the position taken by the 
Republicans in their last national platform you said that we 
stood for a duty that should equal the difference in the cost of 
production abroad and at home; is it not also true that they 
sa.id plus a reasonable profit to the manufacturer? 

.Mr. LONGWORTH. That is quite true, and I said that here 
was a case where we do not have to haggle about that. It has 
come down to the absolute labor cost It is the difference in the 
wages paid to shoemakers abroad and the shoemakers at home. 

Mr. HELGESEN. Was that clement taken into consideration 
when the Canadian reciprocity question was discussed? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have just said that I belie"Ve in this 
distinction-not admitted by some other gentlemen, whose 
opinion may be worth a good deal more than mine-that there is 
n substantial difference between placing an article on the free 
list or reducing it substantially in an agreement with another 
country, where that country makes the corresponding reduction, 
a.nu doing the same thing in the general tariff. 

1\fr. HELGESEN. In all the discussions that have been heard 
on the floor of this House during the consitlcration of the Ca.nn­
dian reciprocity question there has not been one man who sug­
gested that under the new arr:l.Ilgement the farmers could make 
a. reasonable profit, and therefore I would like to know whether 
the gentleman and others who \otcd for that agreement be­
lievccl that in the question of guaranteeing profits the manu­
facturers were the only ones to be considered and not the 
farmers? 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I will say that that question did not brought in from another country unless the other country gave 
occur to my mind in my vote on reciprocity. us a similar concession? 

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman, in refer- Mr. LONGWORTH. Not where there is a substantial differ-
ence to the distinction he makes between reciprocity legislation ence in the cost of production in those articles here and abroad. 
and tariff agreements, whether he would be willing to have free Mr. SHERLEY. Not even where the market was absolutely 
trade with the entire world provided it should be secured controlled by the home producer and there was a false price 
through reciprocal agreements? · exacted? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. Mr. LONGWORTH. If it developed that there was no differ-
l\Ir. LENROOT. Will the gentleman tell us the particulars ence in the cost of production here and abroad, I might be 

of the distinction in that case? willing to put such article on the free list. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I was speaking simply of this particular Mr. SHERLEY. But suppose there was a difference, and the 

reciprocal agreement negotiated by the duly authorized repre- hGme market was being absolutely monopolized at a false price? 
sentatives of this country with the authorized representatives l\!r. LONGWORTH. I am opposed to any duty which would 
of Canada. I do not regard it as a blow aimed at the policy offer an opportunity for a monopoly. I would be glad to vote 
of protection as enuncia.ted in the last Republican platform, to reduce that duty; and wherever it is shown to me, so long 
even if, perchance, there may be some duty which by that ar- as I am in Congress, that the duty in this country is so much 
rangement might be lowered below the competitive point. I higher on any article than the actual ·difference between the 
hope that in this case there is not. I doubt whether there are cost of production of that article here and abroad that it offers 
many such instances, if any, in the Canadian reciprocity agree- opportunity to make monopoly-prices I will vote to reduce it. 
ment. 1\Ir. SHERLEY. Why is not the burden on the gentleman 

Mr. SHERLEY. Following the gentleman's viewpoint on the to show that the duty is needed? 
question of protection and reciprocity, is it his idea that there Mr. LONGWORTH. The burden on the gentleman, in voting 
is no advantage to this country in the lowering of duties on for a bill like this, is to vote according to the platform on which 
goods from Canada other than that which comes from ha"ing he was elected. 
the Canadians lower their duties to us? Mr. SHERLEY. That is a very easy way, and I congratulate 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. That is one element in it, but the gentleman upon finding such an easy method. 
there are a great many other elements. Mr. LONGWORTH. That is a very pleasant method, and I 

Mr. SHERLEY. Let us follow that a moment. The gentle- enjoy it. · 
mun admits that an advantage is obtained from the lowering of l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
the duties, aside from what Canada gives us in the way of a question, if he will permit. Is the pulp-wood feature in con­
wider market? nection with the reciprocity bill any different now, so far as 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, certainly. For instance, Canada at Canada is concerned, than it was before? 
present has a duty of 3 cents a pound on meat. We have a duty Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, decid.edly. 
of H cents a pound on meat. We are therefore at a marked Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. We have made a reduction, but Canada 
disadvantage in trading with Canada, with her duty 100 per did not haYe any tariff on it any more than she has now. 
cent higher than ours. Canada, in consideration of our reducing Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that that 
our duty, reduces hers. I wish they had gone the whole length; inYoh·es quite a long discussion, showing what may be involved 
I wish they had put meat on the free list. in the removal of the restrictions of the two Provinces which 

l\lr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his now impose an export duty. 
opinion, we only get an advantage by reason of having the l\lr. LA FOLLETTE. It was the same way with lumber. 
Canadian market made easier of access to us by the lowering Canada has made 110 reduction in lumber. It is exactly as it 
of the duties? I was before, but the United States did give Canada the advan-

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is nn advantage. tage of lowering her duties, to pay Canada for putting her agri-
.Mr. SHERLEY. And we may or may not get an adrnntage, cultural products into the United States, to put down the price 

from the gentleman's viewpoint, from the lowering of our du- of the product of the American f:i.rmer. 
ties? I would like to ask the gentleman what his idea is as to l\Ir. ANSBERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
the effect of our lowering our duties on Canadian products, l\lr. LONGWORTH. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
without regard to the advantage we get in the Canadian Chairman? 
market? The CIIA.IRl\IAN. About one minute more. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I doubt if there is any substantial ad- :Mr. LONGWORTH. Then, I will yield to my colleague from 
·rnntage to us. Ohio [M:r. ANSBERRY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In other words, then, the gentleman's justi- Mr. ANSBERRY. Did I understand my colleague to say that 
fication for the ~·eciprocity treaty is simply the opening up to the reason he was in favor of protection on shoes was due to 
us of the Canadian market? the fact that American machinery was now being used in Eu-

l\lr. LONGWORTH. That is a large element. rope for the manufacture of shoes? 
Mr. SHERLEY. I will ask the gentleman if, in his opinion, l\lr. LONGWORTH. For that and other reasons. The othel' 

that is not the only one? reasons are that our home market is in danger, our foreign mar-
1\Ir. LONGWORTH. The proposition in the Canadian reel- ket is being taken away from us, and that our exports are fall­

procity treaty, which I belie--rn is going to insure to us ulti- ing off every day. 
mately the ~e~efit of ~he pulp wood. o~ Canada, by the re~ornl Mr. ANSBERRY. I do not understand that protection will 
?f the restn~tions which now prevail m some of her Provmces, give us the foreign market. 
is worth an immense amount. . Mr. LONGWORTH. It is simply an illustration of the fact 

l\fr. SHERLEY .. Then, the g~ntlema_n thrnks we can have an that the duty to-day is as low as that industry can vossibly 
ad.vantage by gett!ng importe~ mto tlns country chea11er some- stand, and I am not willing to put it lower. 
thmg from.,. a foreign countl'! · . Mr. ANSBERRY. Yes; but I understand the gentleman to 

. l\fr. LONGWORTH. I did not say we would get anythmg take the position he does for the reason that he wants protec-
fI om Cannda cheaper. ti on against American machinery in Europe, and not against 
. M~. S?ERLEY. Oh, well, the gentleman .s:i-:rs the great foreign pauper labor, which has been the excuse heretofore. 
Justificat10n of the treaty is .the pulp-~o?d prons10n. M LONGWORTH. I am not talking abo t American ma-

hlr. LONGWORTH. I said that this is a case of a treaty be- r. . , . . u .. 
tween two countries which are substantially similarly situated chinery m Europe. I am simply statmg the changed co~<l1bons 
where the people nre of the same kind and where th·e indus'trini of !Ilanuf~cture over there. Their meth°.d of product~on and 
conditions are substantially the same. their equipment are now .as good as oms, and the grent ad-

vantage they have over us is the reduced cost of labor. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Let me ~ut a con~rete case to the gentleman. Th CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say this to the gentleman, that I . e d · 

would no~ be willing to give Canada free. entry into our ~ark9t exfl~~ HARRISON of New York. I yield one hour to the gen­
on nnythmg of w~ich the cost o~ ~roduction was greater m this tleman from Colorado [Mr. RucKER]. 
c?untry than there u~der any cucumstances! unless she would M RUCKER of Colorado. l\fr. Chairman and · Members of 
give us a correspondmg advantage. That is as far as I am r. . . ' ' ~ 
going. I submit that that does not apply in this case, because the Committee· 
here the question is of a free list open to the entire world, with Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for another, that 
no possible reciprocity. ye may be healed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If I understand the gentleman aright, then For the benefit of the membership I wish to inform them 
there is no circumstance in the liome market that would war- that this passage is from the Scripture, and they will find it in 
r:rnt, \n his judgment, the taking off of a duty on any article the fifth chapter of James and the sixteenth verse. [Laughter.] 
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I congratul:rte- you-the Wai-ys and Means Committee-for meetirrg-, or if not pre~e~t at the: meeting; to promptly- notify the 

the forthcoming of this bi:Il'. It is fumiliariy- known as the- , Democratic leader m .writIDg, so that the party may be advised befor.c 
farmers' ftce-ffst bill. It is a comession that the mea.sille the matter comes to issue upon the floor of the HoW!e. 
recently passe<l by tlle House- and denominated uA bill to pro- I complied with the rule. I said to my- constituents that the 
mote recipt·ocaI trn.cle rela:tions with the Dominion of Canada, ~enublican P;J:rty. had maintained its imperial power by impos­
:rnd for other purposes:' wrrs an inconsiderate blow at the· mg on the c:reuulity of the- farmers and stock :i;aisers; that to. 
fool'E-producing toilers of om: land, and as. merciless as their obtain. their v:otes, and for that reason. alone, the party bad 
poor and needy condition was- undeserving. [Applause.] I fo1~ years kept on the statute books laws placing Wgh duties 
l'.rope and trust with you that by the passage of· tllis bill you on all the flocks of the pasture, the yield of the fields, the 
will hcml the wounds- you. ha-ve receh:ed and avoid the · others products of the gardgn, and the: fruits of the orchards; that for 
these producers hacI in store for you because of the pus- ull those ycai:s practically everything they consumed was also 
sage of the other· bill. This bill may well be denominated in by these· same laws protected by high duties; that the difl'.er­
legal parlance "A bill of confession and avoid:.m.ce." The bill en~e. however; was that the laws in. the one case were inoper­
you passed, called ".A. bill to promote reciprocal: trade relations ative and useless to them,. in the other acti\ely operative 
with the Dominio.n of Canada,. a-nd for other purposes," viewed ?gainst then; .. The. duties on the things he produced came not 
from the stnndpomt of these toiling sons is a misnomer. They mto competrt10n with those of any other country, and thcre­
belie,:e in contractual parlance it should bear another co!mo- fore these duties were mere "make believes," or, in other- words, 
men, namely, ".A. bill to promote reciprocal trade relutionsi::.be- "fakes," and deliberately calculated to deceive. [Applause.] 
tween th.e people of Cana<ln,. parties of the first part, and the I . recalled ~o .them that the- Republican Party had always 
metropolitan newspapers and the trust manufacturers of the a:ttr1buted theU" unproYement to these duties on theil~ products~ 
United States, rmrties of the second part.'r [Applause.] A.gain, that they .well remembered improycment in their condition was 
reduced to legal parlance, the. bill might J.)e more comprehensive nevc:r omitte<l: to be n:entioned. by the advocates of high pro­
should it read, "The metropolitan press, tne trust manufac- tection; ~hat if o:z:e t?:mg abo·n~· rul others was indelibly traced 
turers of the United States-, ancI the Dominion. ot Canada upon their memories it was that one word "improyement." 
on the relation of tho President, uetitioners, against the farm- I . told them that, reading b~tween the lines, I could see. from 
crs and stock growers of the United States, respondents.'" ~he tenor of ~he report of this Massachusetts commission that 
[Applause.] if the- Republican Party shouhl be returned to power a knoct: 

lllr. Chairman, I hope that some good friend, either upon would_ .soon be heard at the doors of Congress, demanding that 
the Ropublican side or upon om: side and ram thankful their now, smce those old fake laws were about to become operatiye 
name is legion, will remind. me bef~:i:e r am. through.. to gi-ve and !J1e farmers. ancl stock .growers might receive a benefit, 
my views about what is meant in the bill by the ":rnd for ~he tune had urrll~d for then· repeal. And I begged of them, 
other purposes.'' Before I. go any further, however, allow me if they woul~ avoid such .a. calamity, to dethrone the party 
to advert to wha.t may be regarcied as. a matter personal to of false pretenses an~ br1?g back to pO'\yer the grand olcl 
myself. Yon know· I o:rmosed. the reciprocity agreement ancI it Dcmo.cratic Pn:tr-the1r tried and true friend. I told them 
has been intimated by s0 me one-and doubtless, so f!ir as I that. m the re,:is1on of the: tariff its first main effort would ~e 
know, ha.s been well circulated in this body on our sicie of to hft the yoke from tlle1r bowed necks and unburden their 
the Chamber-that under the caucus rule. r could not absolve stooped sh?ulders .!rom excessive taxation. [Applause.] 
myself and therefore was not at liberty to yote against the Mr. Chmrman,. m the main I am for the present bill. It 
agreement. Upon that I wish to say I was before the cam- has the m.erit of a good name. Without its. passage, however, 
pai'gn, and have been ever since, connected with three great I run a;fr3;1d the- fa.rm~rs ~ould lilren. it and the reciprocity bill 
organizations, namely, the Grangers, the Farmers' Union, and to a~ ~c1dent occui:rmg m one of. the. villages in my dish·ict 
the Stock Growers' Association; that at their picnics county where lived an old ~erman and his wife. She was tu.ken ill 
:fairs, and nil my meetings <luring the ·campaign, when 'honored ancl sent to a hospital .. Hans, as he passed from day to 
by members of any of them as auditors, r pointed out the ~ay to. and. fro .from his ~ork, wouhl ask the attendant, 
very condition of things which might occur and which has "How i~ m~e v~fe to-day? The attendant would answer, 
occurred by the presence .of thnt bill in Congress. I toolt as Impr?·vin~; This weD:t on .for ID;any days, ~~d the last time 
my text the report of the Massachusetts commission on the he asked Yell, how is mlile Yife- to-day? the attendant 
high cost of living, which i:eport is found in Senate Document answered: "~e discharged. the old doctor, and before the new 
No. 523, Sixty-first Congress, Eecond session, presented by one c,?uld qmte ~derstand the case she suddenly passeu 
Sena.to1~ LODGE, and I quote therefrom us follows: a~ny. .Hans, rushing off. to the first saloon to assuage his 

~n th? oilier hand, however, it ls clear that in a period of rising 
prices like the present the tariff cuts off possiDle relief to con­
sumer,s by closing access to the cheapest. sources of food supply in the 
worlds marke~. In the past, the duties on the necessities of com­
mon consumption, foodstuff~, have been largely inoperative, becaru;e the 
country pro<luced not only its own food supply, but a large surplus f'or 
exportation. 

'.fhe United States appears, however, to be approaching rapidly tho 
~urning point when it W-ill become insterul of a food-exporting a. food-
1mporting country. 

Under these condltions, as the- duties on foodstuffs be-come actually 
operative, their effect must be to increase the cost. of livin,.,. to wage 
eo..rners und the expenses of production to m::mufucturcrs thU's hll.mper­
ing th~ dcvel~pment of industry and defeating the vei·y purpose of the 
protective pohcy. 

The commission ls therefore- of the opinion that when the tar.iff shall 
further he revised the expediency of removing all dutks on food 
products be considered carefully by the National Congress and it 
hopes that the Taritr Commission will be cqnipped with such funds and 
powers as mny be necessary for researches udcqua.te as u basis for 
~~~~rde;~t1~g~s, to be founded on a commercial ruthei: than political 

I vledged them that when the time came that the farmers' 
product was asked to be put upon the free list I would resist 
to my utmost such action, until all of the articles of consump­
tion purchased by the farmers were. simultaneously free 
listed. [A.ppla use.] 

The rule of the caucus I invoked for: the- purpose of absolving 
me from b(}ing bound by its action is as follows: 

'!· In deciding upon action in the House involving party policy or 
prmciplo n two-thirds vote of those present antl voting at a caucus 
mt:;eting shall bind nl!- IJ?.embers of th& cnucus: Pt·o-i;ided, The said two­
th1rds voto is a mn.Jority of the full Democratic membership of the 
Irouse : And provided. further, That no Member shall be bound UP.On 
questions involving. a construction ot the Constitution of the Uruted 
States or upon ~hich h& made contrary pledges to his constituents. 
prior. to his election. or roceivcd contrary instructions 1.Jy resolutions or 
platform from his nom1natint; authority. 

8. Whenever any member of the caucus shall determine, by reason o!. 
either of the exceptions provided for in the above paragraph, not to be 
oound by the action of the caucus on those questions, it shall be. his 
duty, if · present, so to advise the caucus before the ndjournment of the 

grief, smd. ta the barkeeper: " ~line Gott in himmel, gif me 
vo?- glass of beer; mine poor- vife, she pass nvny." "Why," 
Sfild the barkeeper, "Hans, this is Yery sudden." "Yah," 
answered. Hans, " sudden \ass Yot de new doctor dit, but she 
had von bad disease unter the old cloctor.'' " Why, Hans, 
what ~as that?" asked the barkeeper. Hans answered, "Vy, 
dot disease vot cley calls 'imbrovements.' " [Laughter and 
applause.] 

As I am in duty bound ns a good Democrat, I propose to g0 
back to my old farmer- friends anu tell them that they were 
right in discharging the old doctor; that the improvement of 
their condition claimed by the Republican Party was in a true.!­
fui sense ~utan imperfect cauterizntion of a cancerous growth; 
that the disease was complex as well as chronic; and, tllerefore, 
no wonder the new doctor got confused in his cliagnosis nn<.1 gave 
tlle patient at first the wrong dose, I.mt it hncl no sooner 
been giyen tlmn he sa.w the black shadow approaching and 
immediately administered the antidote, ancl, now, thanks 
to a wise Providence,. the patient is in reality improvil1ci. 
[A.ppla use.] 

I am happy to bear back these- glad ti<lings, but if they say to 
me, "The reciprocity bill passed the House and the Senate. and 
was signed by the President, but the farmers' free-lint bi11 did 
not pass the- Senate," I shall say to them that the Democrats on 
this fioor who voted to senu the two measures to tile Sen!lte 
separately-all of them, with the possible exception of the gen­
tleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], whom I believe gaye 
the excuse that he was not under oath, or somethin"' of the 
kind-swore they believed both measures would pass th~ Senate 
and be signed by the President. I do not want to be compellell 
to. tell them-and I am assurec.1 by my friends on this side that 
I will not-after their long wait upon sore feet without a shade 
from the broiling sun, begrimed with soil of the farm or upoil 
frozen ground with glo-reless fingers benumbed and fr~st-l>itten 
feet, shod in worn-out but costly brogans, shivering in their 
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shoddy and threadbare common clothes, unsheltered by any 
friendly windbreak from the cold blasts-no; I do not want to 
tell them that the cars on this route do not carry a trailer; 
that the only car is loaded with the well-to-do city folks, and 
they must walk. No; I must tell them that the trailer is surely 
attached and it is especially reserved for them; that the con­
ductor has been directed under penalty of instant discharge to 
collect only the usual fare, and not to side switch the trailer. 
[Applause.] 

No, my fellow Democrats, do not hnve any misgivings but 
what I will make doubly plain to them that you are sincere 
nnd that if anything lmppens to these measures, either at the 
other end of the Capitol or at the other end of the Avenue, it 
will not be chargeable to any intentional blunder on your 
par~ . 

It is proven beyond cavil that, considering the high prices of 
things the farmer consumes, the increase of wages, and so forth, 
he is not 111aking a profit beyond his due. Even the Massachu­
setts commission, the Senate committee, and the testimony of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, as well as the arguments in the 
debates on the subject in these Halls, concede tlrn.t fact and 
with one accord they all agree that the middleman gets the 
profit; that such profit measures the increase of cost to the 
consumer. 

The following food l>ill of New York City for last year tells 
this story: 

Onions ...•......•...•................................. 
Potatoes ..•. _., •........................•............. 
Coffee . . .............•.....•.............•.....•.•..•.. 
Rice ......••.......................................... 
Cabbages ........•.......•............................. 
Milk ..••••.••.....•••.•..•........•.•.•....•.•.•.••.•. 
Eggs .••.•.......•.....•...•...•...••••••.••.••.••..... 
Meat and poultry ..•.•. . .............................. 

Received by Paid by con-
farmer. . sumer. 

$821, 000 SB, 212, 000 
8,437,000 00,000,000 
2, 402, 000 12, 009, 000 
1, 354, ()()() 6, 191, 000 
1, 825, 000 9, 125, 000 

22, 912, 000 48, 880, 000 
17, 238, ()()() 28, 730, 000 

219, 300, 000 291, 000, 000 

274,289,000 I 464,147,000 

From the foregoing table it will be observed that of the prod­
ucts enumerated the middle man received of the sum expended 
for onions, ten-elevenths; of potatoes, seven.:'eighths; of coffee, 
nearly five-sixths; of rice, more than four-fifths; of cabbages, 
five-sixths; of milk, more than two-thirds; of eggs, more than 
three-fifths; and of that expended for meat and poultry, more 
than one-half. 

Therefore, why reduce the farmers' price? If he is not get­
ting more than his just allowance, why not strike at the middle 
man and make him yield a part of his profits? [Applause.] 

But some of these economists tell us that to tear down the 
wall between Canada and this country and allow their farm 
products to come into competition with the products of our 
farmers can not hurt the latter, because, forsooth, that country 
is bleak and cold and its soil of short-lived productiveness. 
Why then tear down the wall at all? If the farmer is not to be 
injured and the consumer is not to be benefited, does it not 
appear an unnecessary performance? Economists of another 
i:;chool tell us that our farmers arc a shiftless lot-they do not 
work hard enough, their methods of farming are antiquated, 
they C>ught to produce more, and if they would only rise a little 
earlier in the morning and work a little later at night, perspire 
a little more, and so forth, they could produce enough to fully 
satisfy the miudle man and cheaper food would pass on to the 
consumer. Others tell us the farmer is rolling in wealth and is 
spending his time in idle luxury. The gentleman from Massa­
clrnsetts [l\lr. :McCALL] emphasizes this idea by his good-natured 
M.rcasm when he referred to the old farmer cheerily sitting be­
fore his blazing :fire, produced by corn fuel, smoking his cob 
!Jipe, and his sons rejoicing they did not have to chop wood. 
LLaughter.] 

When the gentleman from Massachusetts was thus demon­
strating his utter ignorance of the present-clay condition of the 
funner, I not only recalled that it was also !Jut a piece of the 
same cloth of indifference shown by the Massachusetts commis­
sion, to which I have referred, but I was also reminded of a 
l>oy I once knew whose father lived on the opposite sicle of the 
creek from where I did. His father was taken very ill, and 
!Jeing solicitous concerning his condition, I often hallooed across 
as~ing the boy how his father was. After his illness had lasted 
quite a while, on making another inquiry of the boy one morn­
ing, he answered, " Oh, dad's dead, but I've got his jackknife I " 
[Laughter and applause.] 

I will not dfrerge further to express my disappro-rnl of the 
sentiment of derision at the expense of the farmer, revealed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. l\1c0ALL], than to ob-

serve that he and his colleague l\fr. PETERS appear in entire 
accord in their sympathy with the manufacturers of their State, 
and are equally oblivious to the heavy burden the farmers ha-ve 
carried and are still carrying, and view with equanimity the 
revenues derived by their constituents at the expense of the 
farmers through the high protective duties under the present 
tariff system. [Applause.] It will serve no purpose · to refer 
further to the many other scholars of the other economic 
schools whose equally di"\ergent views are spread on the HEC­
onn. Suffice it to say that, in my judgment, the reader of these 
pages in years to come will cease to regard the degree of confu­
sion that fell upon the tongues of the plainsmen of Shi-nar as 
at all marvelous. [Applause.] 

l\fr. Chairman, denuded of veneer, subterfuge, sophistry, an<l 
demagogy, what are the simple facts, a.ml how are tlle in­
terests of that third of our population constituting the stat:r of 
the Nation to be affected by the reciprocity measure? 

The Dominion of Canada occupies a space to our north ex­
tending from one ocean to the other, a distance of 3,200 miles. 
The five great western Provinces ham a domain equal to thnt 
of the combined States of Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, the two Dalrntas, Kansns, Nebraska, Ok1aho111a, 
Texas, and Colorado. The prairie Provinces, Manitoba, Sas­
katchewan, and Alberta, equal the domain of England, France, 
Germany, and Italy combined, and therein are over 200,000,000 
acres of land upon which a furrow has not yet been rnnd<>, 
capable of growing wheat of a production of 3,000,000,000 
bushels annually-five times as much as we produced last 
year. Besides that, these Provinces have nn acreage of over 
25-0,000,000 of the best grazing land now known. It is only 
within the last 10 years that any considerable attention has 
been given to the de-velopment of the section, yet the production 
of wheat from the whole area last year was approximately one­
third of our own. A false impression has gone abroad to · the 
effect that in the three great Canadian Provinces the cold is 
so intense that production of crops and stock raising is impos­
sible. Yet the facts are that stock are turned out on the .range 
in early l\farch and are not rounded up until October, ·and fall 
plowing is carried on up to the last of November. 

I know it must appear strange to this membership that I am 
so dense upon such questions as the cost of the manufacture of 
eyelets and shoestrings, tbat enormous product of the State of 
l\fassachusetts [laughter], but they should not start in amaze­
ment when I tell them the rigors of the late spring and fall 
months, even in Colorndo-a place of perennial sunshine and a 
mile or more nearer Heaven-forbids the growing of crops and 
the raising of stock as economically as appears to be done in 
Canada. 

Those ·who prophesy thnt these Western Provinces will never 
be settled up and 1.heir products come in competition with the 
American producer should take warning if they would only re­
member that such statesmen as Josiah Quincy, of l\fassachu­
setts, opposed the Louisiana purchase on the ground that it was 
only inhabited by blanket Indians and half-breeds and never 
woul<l be settled by white men, and threatened secession on 
the part of Massachusetts if the purchase was consummated. 
lie, by the way, was the original secessionist of this conntry, 
and when called to order by the presiding officer was compelled 
to retract the threat. The same may be said to have been the 
opinion of another great statesman from that Commonwenlth, 
Daniel Webster, who entertained the snme views. Even tlrnt 
great statesman of a much later period, Horace Greeley, en­
joyed the same opinion respecting that portion of the purchase 
lying west of the Mississippi River. After his visit to Colorado 
in the sixties, he advised the readers of his paper not to go 
west in search of the precious minerals, and yet the sod hnd 
hardly grown firm upon his grave-at lenst, his grent per­
sonality and ability as a journalist and statesman was still 
fresh and green in memory-when the State of Colorado alone 
up to 1908 contributed to the wealth of tlle world in precious 
minerals the grand total of $1,052,303,180.36; and from that time 
forward has maintained its nverage contribution. [Applause.] 

You all remember that side-splitting speech of Proctor Knott, 
of Kentucky, delivered in this House 40 years ago last IJ°'cbru­
ary, known as the Duluth speech. \Vben a rnensure was hefore 
Congress for the granting of certain lands to build a railroad 
whose terminus would be Duluth. such a place could not be 
found on the map. He opposed the bill, not so much because it 
was paternalistic, but because no one, as he said, would e-ver 
rido on a railroad to such a far-off, unknown, and uninhal>italJ1e 
country, and that we were not in special need in this country 
of pine bushes, the only product, he asserted, that could be 
found tllere for a back haul. [Laughter.] 

And yet we beholc.1, contrary to these early as wen as these 
modern prophets, that within the borders of the Louisiana 
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Pnrclrnse is contained practically one-third of the population of 
the United States; that the little village of Duluth, which was 
not on the map 40 years ago, has adnecl to its population 2,000 
every year since Proctor Knott made that speech, and the popu­
lation of that shrubbery State in which it is located has in­
creased until it is now close to seventh in rank among the . 
States of the Union and produces one-eighth of the wheat crop. 
Its metropolis, l\Iiuneapolis, has increased from 13,066 in 1870 to 
301,408 in rn10, and its capital, St. Paul, bas grown from a 
population of 20,030 in 1870 to 214,744, as shown by the recent 
census report. 

Further than that, they should remember tllat in 1WO our 
population wns nuder 4,000,000 and the population of Canada 
wns 180,000. Basing our population at !>0,000,000 to-day and 
that of Canada at 8,000,000, the advance of Canada's population 
is nearly dou!Jle ours, and based on the increase of latter years 
the popnlntion of Cnnm1a in the next generation will equal 
the number we hnve to-dny. 

These lands in Canada, according to statistics, yield more 
than G bushels per acre more than tlle average of onrs; their 
farm lands are selling from one-third to one-half less than 
ours; normal wages are from 2G to 30 per cent less than ours; 
that country enjoys the benefit of tlle prefere11tial duty witll 
the mother country to our disadvantage of from 25 to 35 
per cent. 

The follo\ving is n table '\\hich speaks for itself: 
Comparison of Canadia,,;, and United States tariff. 

canadian tarill. United States tariff. 

Earthenware ..................... . 15 per cent............ 60 per cent. 
Tin plate ......................... . Free ................ .. 45 per cent. 
Tinware .......................... . 15 per cent. . . . . . . . . . . . Do. 
Wire: 

Some kinds ................... . 
None over ... ..... ....... ..... . 

Ila1s ............................. . 
Sugar ............................. . 
Carpets ........................... . 
Oilcloth ............... ......... .. . 
Furniture ...... .................. . 
Cotton cloth ...................... . 
Soap ............................. . 
Gloves and mitts ................. . 
!lose ...•.......................... 

Free ................. . 
10 per cent ........... . 
20 per cent. .......... . 
35 per cent .•...... .... 
17! per cent .......... . 
25 per cent ........... . 
20 per cent .......... . . 
25 per cent .. •......... 
G5 cents per 100 pounds 
22! per cent ....... : .. . 
Z5 per cent. .......... . 

Dress goods................... ..... 15 per cent ........... . 
Automobile farm trucks ........... 22 per cent ........... . 
Pianos............................. 20 per cent. .......... . 
Celluloid goods: 

Some kin us............. . . . . . . . Free ............. .... . 
None over ..... ................ 5 per cent .......... .. . 

Cement. ................................ do ............... . 
Underclothing ..................... 22-! per cent •.......... 
Salt ... ·················-··· ··-···· Free .... ..... ........ . 
.A..xcs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 per cent .......... _. 
Shovels .. .. .................... ... . 20 per cent ........... . 

~~l!~:~."." :::::::::::::::::: :::::::: . ~~-~~{o :~~~:::::::::::: 
fc~~~s ~~dn ]~;ks::::::: : : : : : : : : : : : ~P~~r~~ t: :::::: : : : : : 
Agate ware ...... ...... · ............ 22~ per cent .......... . 
Sewing machines ... ...... ......... 20 per cent .. ......... . 
Oranges ................... . ...... . Free ...•....... ..... .. 

Lemons ..•.•........................... do ............ .' .. . 

~~~~.0.~.~~~·.:: ::: :::::: :::: ::: : : ~ P~;rce~e~t· iier .. ioo· 
pounds. 

Figs............................... 40 cents per 100 pounds 

Jute bn~.......................... 15 per cent . .... -..... . 
Cotton thread ...... ............... 17~ per rent .. -....... . 
Glassware ......................... 15 per cent ........... . 
Lamp chimneys ................... 20 per cent ........... . 
Brass goods ..... ... ................ .. ... do ............... . 
Lamps ................................. do ............... . 
Basket."···························· Free .... .... ~ ........ . 
Huhber ro:its...................... 15 per cent. -......... . 
Huhber lioot.s and shoes ................ do ... ······-···-·· 
Books .................................. do ....•........... 
Lead . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Free ................. . 
Clocks and watches .. _............. 20 per cent·._ ..... _ ... . 
Dicycles ................................ do ............... . 

75 cents per 100 pounds. 
55 per cent. 
80 per cent. 
00 per cent. 
45 per cent. 
35 per cent. 
50 to 60 per cent. 
50 per c~nt. 
60 per cent. 
70 cents per dozen pairs 

and 15 per cent, to Sil 
per dozen pairs and 55 
per cent. 

00 per cent. 
45 per cent. 

Do. 

60 per cent. 
10 per cent. 
45 per cent. 
11 cents per 100 pounds. 
45 per cent . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

45 per cent and up. 
50 to 65 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
30 per cent. 
1 cen t per pound and 30 

pe.r cent on the pack­
age. 

1~ cents per pounrl ar1tl 
and 30 per cent on 
the package. 

r.o to 75 per cent. 
S2 per 100 pounds. 

Sl per 100 pounds and 
35 per cent. 

45 per cent. 
Do. 

00 to 100 per cent. 
60 per cent. 
45 per cent. 
45 to 60 per cent. 
40 to 00 per cent. 
35 per cent. 

Do. 
25 per cent. 
2~ cent'l per ponnd. 
40 to 00 per cent. 
45 per cent. 

agreement, the prediction of the gentleman from l\lassachusetts 
[Mr. PETERS] will come true that we of the West and ·Middle 
West must soon turn our wheat fields into "truck-garden 
patches." [Laughter.] 

The following is a table showing the wheat statistics of 
Canada and the United States for the years HJO!> and ·1D10 on 
wheat production, home consumption, and exports, together with 
average yield per acre for rnon: 

Wheat statistics. Bushels. 
Wheat produced in United States, 1910 ________________ GOl, 767, 000 
'Vhent exported __________________ bushels __ 24, ~57, 3n~ 
Flour exported (8,3.70,251 Larrels) ___ do ____ 35, 666, l~O . 

09,023,521 

Wheat consumed in United States _______________ G31, 84:3, 479 

Wheat produced in Canada, 1009---------------------- 166, 744,000 
WhP-at exported __________________ J.mshels __ 49, 000, 000 
Flour exported (1,000,000 barrels) ___ do____ 4, 500, 000 

u3,50o,ooo 

Wheat consumed in Canada ____________________ . 113,244,000 

Wheat pro.du~ed in Canada, H>O!} ____________ _____ _____ 166, 744, 000 
Whent produced in Manitoba ______ bushels __ 52, 70U, 000 
Wheat produced in Saskatchewan ____ ao ____ 85, H>7, 000 · 
Wheat produced in Albertu __________ do____ 9, G70, 000 

147,482,000 

Wheat produced in remainder of Canada_________ 10, 2G2, 000 

The three Provinces of Manitoba, Snskatcbewan, and .Alberta 
produced this yield of wheat with le8s than 12,000,000 acres 
under cultivation. They have nn anilable area suited to the 
cultivation of wheat of 220,000,000 acres. 

Bushels. 
A Ycrage yield of wheat per acre, Cunadn.i. 190() _____________ _____ 2H 
A vernge yield of wheat per acre, United ;:)tatcs, 1909 _____ ________ 15a 

A fair idea may be gained as to what the future will bring 
fortll under free-cereal exchange between the two countries by 
observing what was the relati>e position of the two countries 
la st year respecting the principal cereals, wheat nnd oats. It 
is as follows: 

Bushels. 
Wheat Imported into Canada_____________________________ !H, OG4 
Wheat imported into the United States _____________________ 152, 383 
Oats imported Into Canada_______________________________ 23, 3Gl 
Oats imported into the United States---------------------- 946, 479 

The merest tyro in economics will correctly sol>e the prob­
lem thnt if the world's consumption amounts to only so mnny 
bushels, that the production of a bushel more will lower the 
pri<!e. If Cnnada can take away from us even a part of the 
foreign market, it lowers our price, and when she goes beyond 
that and inYades our home market, she will indeed drive our 
farmers out of the !Jusiness of growing wheat at a profit. [Ap-
plause.] · 

nut, ft is ~:aid in answer, only tile border States and near-by 
markets will be immediately invoh·ed. We reply that our in­
terests are interwoven; that the same degree of patriotism 
nbides in our hearts as it did in the hearts of the founders of 
this Government when they were confronted '\\ith the situa­
tion that moYcd them to resolt'e to hang together to a>oid being 
banged separately. [Applause.] 

All I haye said applies to the oat, barley, potato, and milk 
production of that country. But, it is said, admitting these 
tllings you say are true, the time of their fruition is a long way 
off. Even if this were trne, in behalf of the toiling third of the 
Nation I say that Congress is charged with the duty not only 
of imssing laws for the ''elfare of its present citizens, but for 
the future ones as· well, · and at all times the overflow of the 
cornucopia should be allowed. to remain at home. 

But, to continue. Already the flower of oµr country has been 
rohhed of from uoo;ooo to 1,000,000 emi~rants, and "the end is 
not yet." I find in my mail this morning the latest advice ou 
this subject : 

CANADIAN' IMMIGRATION' RETURXS. 

The minister of the interior at Ottawa states that the Immigrants 
Into Cnnnda from, April, 1010, to l!'ebruarv lmit numbered 270,000. 
'l'hc nnmber of Brit! ll immigrants wns 104,000, the arrivals from the 
Continent numherecl <i0,000, nnd those from the United States 107,000. 
The incrense in British immigration over the corresponding period of 
the j'lrevious ycat· was 10!) per cent. Continental immigrants increased 
by !i3 per cent, and United States 24 per cent. The Increase in the 
totnl immigrntion in the same period was 54 per cent. Immigratiou 
frnm the United Stntefl during Murch snowed a large increase over the 

Much is snid a.bout the place where the price of wheat is same month last year. 
fixed. Let us as~umc alone, for the sake of argument, that the °"'e offer tlle bounties I have only barely suggested for these 
President is rigllt, :111<.l. the time is fa.st approaching when we people to run away. We lose not only the personnel of their 
will !)ecome importers of foodstuffs instead of exporters, then citizenship, but the help they owe us to pay off our immense 
it follows we harrow the day !Jy the rmssage of the reciprocity wnr an<l other debts. We, moreover, enable tbem to build up 
agreement to not only shut out our wheat, ns can be demon- an alien empire, \vllose citizens will soon come into sharp com­
f;trnte<l, from the Liverpool market, !Jut !Jring the products from 11etition with their kin<lred nt home. Their expatriation serves 
Canada into our home-market plnce to compete with ours. I us well also to exempt them from the duty of shouldering a 

If the fignres given nrc correct, nnd they are if the GoYern- musket for our natioual defense should the occasion ever a.rise. 
ment reports are to be relied uvon, then, by the terms of the But it is objected that these Canadian lands will be, neverthe-
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less, some day occupied. This may be conceded, but why borrow 
the day by the giving of these immense advantages to this for­
eign country nt such a frightful expense to our own prosperity? 
Many forget that our own country is not yet fully occupied; 
that knowledge of the soils and their adaptability is y~t in its 
infancy; that improved farming methods have not yet been ful1y 
adopted so as to insure a maximum production which will for 
years to come be sufficient for our home consumption, and, but 
for this untoward event, enable us to compete in the open mar­
kets of the world with_ our surplus. 

Let me call your attention for a moment to the fact that we 
have in this country, untouched by the plow, 711,986,409 acres 
of unappropriated and unsurveyed lands, and in addition 
thereto, in round numbers, about 200,000,000 acres of agricul­
tural, timber, grazing, and mineral lands in the forest reserT"es. 

I want to point out that, together with bounties offered for the 
occupation of the Canadian lands, there is a corresponding dis­
couragement to the occupation and development ·of our own. 
Our Government has, contrary to all precedent, gone into the 
business of capitalizing for revenue purposes every natural 
product of the undisposed part of the public domain. This is 
illustrated by the separation of estates of coal land-leasing 
the coal right and enforcing new and such burdensome regula­
tions for obtaining titles to the surface· as well as title to the 
balance of the agricultural domain, and a legion of other inno­
vations and obstacles, such as le:ising the grazing land, selling 
the timber right-all operating to drive the homeseeker away. 
In my State alone last year it is estimated that 75,000 home­
seekers were so discouraged at the prospect of a successful 
contest with the Government to obtain a home that they turned 
back and went to Canada. Tho same restrictions are thrown 
around obtaining title to mineral land, and the development of 
that portion of the public domain has ceasecl. 

Why drive our citizens to a foreign country instead of giving 
them a home in their own? Why exempt this T"ast domain 
from the taxin~ power? Why keep in hiding its great mineral 
resources? [Applause.] But this is another story, to which I 
expect shortly, on another occasion, to draw the attention of tlle 
Hou~. 

Some economists of the altruistic type point to the fact that 
Canada is a great and growing country-is largely now and 
will continue to be a field for the expansion of our trade. They 
do not see in this argument a contradiction of their brother 
helpers in the passage of this agreement, whose main claim is 
that the farmers can not be hurt because of the inability of 
Canada to produce anything that would come into competition 
with their products; and along this line an appeal has been 
rnncle to the farmers of the Middle West to cease their com­
plaining for the present, because the agreement will afford 
immediate mn.rket for their live stock. 

The figures of the gentleman from Missomi [Mr. SHACKLE­
FoliD J have been juggled with for that purpose, ·but, in this con­
nection, it should be borne in mind the exportation of li>e stock 
in that direction could of necessity be only of short duration, 
such as is tern11orarily incident to the settlement of all new 
countries. And the figures are misleading, because the tide has 
nlreac.ly set in tlle other way, for last year the value of horses 
shipped from Canada into the United States was $484,560, or 
$86,657 more than the value of those we sent into Oanadn, the 
tarifr of both countries being the same. How about cattle? 
The exports are $!!5,150; the imports, $109,772, or $&1,622 more 
than the T"alue of thoee we sent to Canada, the tariff of both 
countries being the same. 

Therefore the outlook for tho expansion of trade so far as 
stock raisers a.re concerned is "nipped in the bud" at the 
tllreshold. But when we come to the interests of the manu­
facturer there seems to be a firm foundation for the argument 
that the agreement will offer the means of great expansion for 
their trade. The great Steel Trust is given absolute free 
trade with Canada; the grent Agricultural Implement Trust 
and the Automobile Trust ha'\'"e favorable reciprocal tariff 
duties on their goods. The exports into Canada last year by 
the Steel Trust amountccl to lS2,476,930 in value. The imports 
of these products from Canada for the same year in value was 
only $15,088. .Agricultural implements exported last year to 
Cnnaua amounted to $u,151,870, and there was only imported 
into this country from Canada $84,GlS in value. Of automobiles 
the-re was exported $1,764,089 wortll and none imported. 

Based upon last year's exportation of agricultural imple­
ments, with the reduction in duty fixed by this agreement, the 
grent Agricultural Implement Trust is presented with the nice 
little sum of over $250,000, and the automobile manufacturers, 
w~.h the reduced U.uty fixed by the agreement, is presented with 
th; nice little snm of over $80,000, and the list, when followed 
th;..-~h; results in finding like benetits to other manufacturers. 

We remit to Canada, based on last year's importations, the 
round sum of approximately $5,000,000, which sum must be 
recouped in some way to be devised by the Ways and Means 
Committee, in order to relieve the taxpayers of this country for 
the loss of that revenue. On the other hand, Canada remits in 
round numbers only $2,500,000. This is in the ratio of one to 
two, and yet it is called "reciprocity." [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I must hasten along, and I shall not, I 
observe, haTe the time I would like to go into detail explaining 
how our stock growers are affected by the trade agreement. I 
know something of their condition-what they have had to 
contend with in the past and the problems confronting them 
now. They do not belong to a trust ; they arc the victims of a 
trust. They have felt the fangs of that trust as well . as the 
ultimate consumer· of their product. You did the stock grower 
a grievous wrong when you robbed him of from $1.50 to $2.50 
(aggregating millions of dollars) upon every cow or steer that 
met its death either in, the bog or on the block by taking the 
duty off of hides. He 'told you then, through me on this floor, 
that the blow, although aimed at the trust, would be received 
by him. He tells you now, through me, that your letting into 
this country from Canada live stock free of duty, although 
aimed at the trusts, will be nevertheless received by him. 
[Applause.] 

In proof of this let me digress to ask you if any of you hn -re 
received a single letter from, or inspired by, the Beef Trust 
protesting against the measure, and how many basketfuls the 
janitors of your offices have emptied of letters in protest from 
the stock growers? And whilst on this subject of letters and 
petitions received by you, let me ask you how many letters in 
protest did you receive from the Harvester Trust, tbe Steel 
Trust, the Automobile Trust, the metropolitan press, the oat­
meal mills, the middle men, and, lastly, the maltsters. Yes; <lid 
you hear the brewers' voice in protest? No; and can it be pos­
sible that the Democratic Party, under the leadership of a 
Republican President, likewise is :lbout to forsake another of 
its tried and true friends for the malted kind? Alas, what mis­
fortunes have fallen athwart our pathway! [Laughter and 
applause.] 

You seek to parry the blow by allowing the free importation 
of live stock only from Canada, but have you thought out the 
possibllit-y of the building of packing houses on the opposite 
side of tho Ilio Grando by the great lUeat Trust and aT"ailiug 
itself of the free-meat clause of the pending bill, bringing into 
competition indirectly the cattle of Mexico, and the very same 
mny be saic.1 of Argentina and Australasia. 

The Massachusetts com.mission said something on this sub­
ject also. After quieting the fears of those engaged in manu­
facturing in its State, and demonstrating that Canada could 
not compete with them, it said : 

'l'llcso will at least not be dlscouragcd i.f we can make it possible 
for our people to buy their food in the cheapest market. U Canad!l 
chances to profit by supplying our needs to some sma11 extent, so much 
the better both for Canada and for ourselves. But there is no reason 
wlly '\T'e should restrict our new purchases to Canada. If Mexico, or 
Argentina, or Australasia can help us out, let us turn to them as well. 

Thero is not u syllable of sentiment, not a thoug}lt of kind 
remembrance for that third of our population which year in 
ancl year out have lo these many years meekly suffered under 
tpe fleecing knife to fill the exchequer of protected intere~ts, 
not a word. of sympathy accompanying this adieu. Tho "jack­
knife " is thelrs. Out, out, I say, upon such mnrl.Jle, cursed 
be the quality of such; greed, ingratitude, ancl inordinate 
avarice I [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am in fa'\"or of a. revision of tho tariff-n 
downward revision, to n revenue basis. But the burdens of 
taxation must be equally distributed, it must not be epottecl; 
ancl I um not entirely enamored with the beginning uncler the 
direction of the Ways and Means Committee, for I nm curious 
to know what is going to become of the Jlindmost man. Tl.le 
thought of the farmer is: "What will the harvest be?" 

We havo thus far seen that the Canadians ha.ve been pre­
sented with $5,000,000 of our revenue. The cotton States will 
be given under the pending bill more than half of tlle $10,000,00D 
in revenue we lose by this bill. Scarcely any of the boncfits of 

. the reducec.l duties provided in this b111 will reach the other 
farming population. 

I know you say they will get the benefits of the rcdnc­
tion in the products of leather, but we say that benefit wns 
sought to be discounted when you took the duty off of l.lides, 
and neither you nor we received any. And, wha.t is more, the 
revenue we are depriT"ed of by the Canadian agreement nml 
the prorent bill must be raised by increasing the ta:s:es upon 
other imports, and the farmer is anxiously waiting nnc.1 watch­
ing to see if in the end he is not again to be made the victim. 
I warn you here and now, I will stand as n rock against any 
further invasion of their rights. [Applause.] 
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We know that the export trade of meat, and especially the 

hoof exportation, is practically monopolized by frozen meats 
from Australasia and Argentina, and you seem to forget that 
the great beef trusts own and operate plants there, so why not 
in Mexico? Meat can be frozen in the 'rropics as well as in the 
frozen north and as cheaply. What, then, will become of our 
cattle growers when you let in from Canada the live animals 
and from the other countries the dead ones? You will simply 
catch the stock raiser a-coming and a-going. [Laughter.] 

The distinguished gentlemen who have spoken in favor of the 
agreement, and especially the gentlemen from 1\Iassacbusetts, 
were kind enough to tell us what would become of the farmer, 
what he could turn his hand to, namely, "truck farming," but 
they have not essayed to advise the millions of stock raisers whnt 
we may have the liberty to do for a li\elihood. I object to this 
reckless oversight on the part of our Massachusetts friends. 
[Laughter.] 

But, it is E?aid, you have no occasion to be alarmed nbout the 
cattle business of Canada. The country is too cold, the seasons 
are too short, corn will not grow, and so forth; hence, cattle 
raising can not be successfully carried on. I admit that the 

.emblem of the Republican Party, with its loss at the last elec­
tion of its few remaining hairs, would not enjoy the climate 
and might stray from the reservation, but the emblem of 
Democracy, I take it, would don n new coat in as short a time 
as the party itself has since the election shown such an inclina­
tion to do. [Laughter.] 

~fr. Chairman, I have imported Gattle from Canada for per­
sonal use for breeding purposes. I know their value, and the 
thick coat of hair, a resistnnt to the severe cold of that region, 
nature lias abundantly provided. I also know bow qpickly 
nature in this respect provides for animals exported to that 
~ountry, and that calves can be shipped from Mexico1:>y rail to 
Canada, and when they are 3 years old they will have taken on 
a~ mucl1 as 300 i1ounds more than they \voul<l have in their old 
environment-more than enough to pay for the freight alJd their 
keeping. These cattle will come into free competition with the 
cattle grown in this country, either in the borne or European 
market. 

In concluding this subject, I want to remind you that you 
have been told the corn-belt section of our country will be bene­
fited by the free importation of cattle. I <lo not believe such 
will be the case. It is cheaper to fatten cattle upon grass than 
upon gruin, and Canada can fatten her cattle upon grass even 
for export. Last year she exported $11,000,000 worth of grass­
fattene<l cattle. She can ship from export points to Lirnrpool 
chea11er than corn-fed cattle can be shipped from Illinois to 
New York, and if she can do this, can she not take our market 
here from our own cattle growers? 

I am here reminded that I vroruised you to gi"re my views on 
what was meant by the words "and for other purposes." I will 
now make a shadowy stagger in that direction. ~fany men 
upon both sides have essayed to giYe a reason '\\by the · reci­
procity agreement was brought before this House at this time 
and from what source it really emnnated, and why it should be 
adopted. It will be remembered that the treaty of 1854 '\\ns 
before the .American peo11le thre~ years before the Senate 
passed upon it. I want to call further attention to the fact 
that this is not called a treaty. l\Ir. Fielding and l\lr. Patterson, 
the envoys on the part of the Dominion of Canada, took cnre 
to warn the President and Secretary Knox not to call it a 
treaty; not to undertake to vass a treaty. They said, "The 
desired tariff change shall not take the formal shave of a 
treaty." And I ruay say, by way of parenthesis, if this has the 
force and effect of a treaty, though not in form such, then all 
you have done amounts to nothing, because section 2 of Article 
II of the Constitution provides thnt treaties can only be made 
by a two-thirds vote of the Senate. They were correctly ad­
vised at this end of the line that a two-thirds vote of the Senate 
could not be obtained for a treaty. 

But it came here within 14 days after the envoys came from 
OHawa. They had only 14 days of discussion upon it. The 
Presidont, Mr. Patterson, Mr. Fielding, and the Secretary of 
State took care to take no one here into their confidences, and 
that such a program wns on foot was unknown outside of 
the President and the Secretary of State until the President's 
rnessnge came to this House within firn days after they had con­
ciu<led the conference. I put it up to anyone of you Members 
if you were able to digest this instrument as you would like 
to in that time. It cnme like a meteor from ethereal space, 
the only difference in the analogy being that we know the sub­
stance of this but we do not know the sul>stnnce of the meteor 
nor from whence it was gathered. 

Now, some say it was incubnte<l by the Massachusetts com­
mission, ancl I told my people back in my country that the 
findings of that commission would become the forerunner of 
such a mefisure. But others bave said it was inspired by the 

great trust manufacturing interests. Others have said that it 
\vas the metropolitan press; and there has been the confusion 
of tongues on thjs subject to which I have already referred. 

I have a notion of firing the other barrel of my shotgun-I 
am sometimes known as "Shotgun RUCKER." [Laughter and 
applause.] I fired one of the barrels out in Colorado before 
the election. I am going to undertake to pull the b·igger of 
the other. After a very formal shaking of hands and a per­
functory passing of the compliments of the day Uncle J onatban 
said, "Now, wily, winsome, but willful, ·willie, don't say any­
tbing more. about that pence treaty. I am not going to talk 
nbout that now. You went off over there into that new coun­
try"-- [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired . . 

l\lr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like 10 
minutes more. 

l\.Ir. HARRISON of New York. I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. " nut you went off 'Over there 
into· that country and declared you would never engage in en­
tangling alliances with any other nation. You took over that 
.Mouroe doctrine, contrary to my adYice. You went into the 
colonial business, thinking you were as smart as your old daddy, 
nnd you got into all sorts of trouble. And now your Mexico 
difficulty. Rut, my son, I n.m not bereft of all filial affection, 
so I will tell you what I will do. I will just extend one of 
those due bills of Japan, and get her promise that she will not 
take the Phili11pines away from you--for a while yet, at least, 
until you get the l\lexko troubles off your hands. [Laughter.] 
Now, I won't do anything more at present, and you needn't say 
another word, but I will tell you what you must do: Now, 
don't sny anything more about a treaty, because that word 
'treaty' is becoming a very, very <lelicate and serious subject 
all OYer the world, and especially with me with all those past­
due bills of Japan on band; but you have some cousins over 
there-those Canadian people-and we want to get some stuff 
over llere to li\e on cheaper than you Americans are letting us 
ha\e it for, and we want you to let those trusts of yours ha\e a 
free hand among them ; let your farmers go over there and 
settle up the country, and then I will talk to you later about 
the peace treaty. But, be quiet about it, Willie, because you 
know what a thinking and inflammable people you .Americans 
are, and they may get it into their headb1' that they may have 
to sell us cheaper stuff, too; therefore, don't breathe a word of 
this before you have everything cocked and primed, for if you 
do, Willie, you. can't carry it through. Don't detain me any 
longer, sonny; the roof of the east wing of the old house has 
sprung a leak and I must go up and put a plug in it. So, good 
day." [Laughter and applause.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, I am in hopes, for the sake of the coun­
try, and especiul1y for tbe Democratic Party, that the agreement 
will fail at the other end of this Cavitol. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, I regret my colleagues from my State were not 
at liberty to avail themsel\es of the caucus rule that wns oven 
to ll!e, but for them I will say tlley will always be found on 
the side of the right when afforded the opvortunity. Each of 
th em is not only a true representative of our State and eyer on 
the alert to serve its interests, but the peer of any in this body 
in knon-ing the denrnnds of the country and in ha Ying the cour­
age to evidence their convictions on this floor. [Applause.] 

I han~ not time to ren.d the hundreds of demands mnde by 
the organizations in which I ha\e the honor of membership to 
oppose the Canndinn agreement, nor the hundreds of compli­
ments I have received for my devotion to their interests; but 
beyond thnt, in conclusion; I will say my conscience bas been 
the mentor controlling me in thi s as it ever has and will con­
tinue to be in all my votes. I will continue to put in practice 
the teachings of our distinguisheu Speaker: "He serves his 
varty best who senes his country best." [Applause.] 

l\fr. DALZELL. Ur. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen­
tleman from Illinois [l\fr. l\IADDEN]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the interest manifest in this 
debate is truly marvelous. With all of the seats filled anu e\err 
gentleman listening attenU-vely, I fully believe that when the time 
comes to -Yote upon the bill every Member of the House will be 
able to vote intelligently, assuming, of course, that the discmsiou 
upon the bill is along lines that are calculated to enlighten the 
membership of the House on the merits of the question. It is 
encouraging to realize t.hat an opportunity is gi\en to me to 
present the <;,ase from my standpoint under such favorable aus­
pices. I am inspired with the enthusiasm and attention of the 
audience [applause], and I have no doubt that because of the 
interest manifested I will be able to tell those gentlemen who 
are present something which they will be glad to take home 
with them and think about. [Applause.] 
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I yoted f-or tlle rec~nrocity bill when it was presented by the 
Republican House in the last Congress, and I am gla<l of it. I 
haYe no apology for having <lone so. I -roted for the bill, which 
is practically equivalent to that, presented by -the House now 
controlled by the Democrats. I doubt very much whetller I 
would llaye voted for the reciprqcity bill in either House had 
I lJ.elieved tllat the farming communities of Canada were able 
to compete with the farmers of America. 

I realize that the farm lands of Canada are not capabl.Q of 
raising the dh·ersified crops that the -farm lands of the Unitecl 
States are capa.ble of raising, and I never had any serious idea 
that Cann.du had the abilUy to come into very sharp competi­
tion with the farmer of the United States. We have farm lands 
in this country wllcre we can raise tropical and temperate zone 
cereals in the same fields, and no such conditions exist any­
where else on earth. The farm lands of Canada are devoted 
largely to the production of wheat, and the farmer engaged in 
tllis enterprise can only employ his time nnd his capital a very 
short period of every rear, whereas a farmer of the United 
States, having the prolific soil and the magnificent climate to 
enable him to raise diversified crops, is able to employ his time 
a.nd his capital nearly every day of the year. So, with these 
.advantageous conditions in favor of the American farmer, I 
Ila ve no fear of nny sorious detriment coming to him as the 
result of legislation allowing the Canadian farm products to 
enter the United States free. The people of the United States 
and the people of Canada ar.e substantially the same. Their 
hopes and their fears and their disappointments and their am­
bitions are alike. 

They live along the same lines, they speak the same tongue, 
they think the same thoughts, and the only difference between 
them and ourselves is that we live in a land where every citi­
zen is a sovereign, where every man is free to worship God 
according to the dictates of his own con.science, where labor is 
exalted to comfortable homes, where the printing press and the 
.cl.lurch follow close upon the march of empire, where caste is 
ignored, and where the humblest child of poverty may aspire 
unrelmked to the highest place in the gift of the Nation; 
whereas they live in a land where no such opportunities pre­
vail, and my hope is that if we can have close commercial rela­
tions with this homogeneous people that some day this close 
commercial relationship ma._y blend the two people into one 
harmonious whole, and that the territory lying north of the 
northern boundary line of the United States may become a 
part of the United States, as it should be. And that is no idle 
dream with me. I have always believed we should be one peo­
ple, under one :flag. under one form of government; and it will 
be better for us all when such a thing happens, if it ever <l.oes. 
But, however that may be, I believe we should have not only 
reciprocity with Canada because of the conditions which I ha.ye 
attempted to describe, but I really believe that if the question 
related alone to Canada and the United States that we should 
bave absolute free trade betweon the two nations. But the ques­
tion of free trade with the world is quite :mothe,r propositlon. 

I am not prepared to believe that we should open the Amer­
ican market to the pro<l.ucts of the world. We have had some 
experience with Democratic legislation along tariff lines ·even 
during my short existence, anu I cn.n recollect very well when 
in the great cities of the country we were obliged to establish 
soup houses on the street corners in order to be able in a 
measure to appease the hunger of those who were willing to 
work but were unable to find it The people of the country 
are beginning to think about what you Democrats are attempt­
ing to do, and I warn you that they are going to think seriously 
upon this subject; and when they realize, .as they must soon, 
that you are going to a.o the things. which have always been 
done under Democratic rule, namely, to close the American 
workshops while you open the workshops of Europe, they are 
going to come back to the grand olc1. Republican Party and vote 
for that kind of prosperity which every Democrat as well as 
every Republican loves to enjoy. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] The Republicans claim no patent right to the enjoyment 
of prosperity. All they claim a patent right to is the creation 
of prosperity ; and we ha.ye that right, but we are always glad 
to invite our Democratic brethren to come in with us and enjoy 
a good square meal at a well-spread table. What we object to 
in the Democratic program is the fact that while they create a 
condition of adversity, they compel us to participate in that 
adversity. 

I hope the ti.me is 110t far distant when the people will realize 
the importance and i11e necessity of coming back into the fold 
of that grancl old paTty which has always given· the country 
prosperity, whereas Democra.tic policy and Democratic legisla­
tion has nlways created a condition of advei'sity throughout 
every section of the land. [Applause-on the Republican side.] 

l\fr. MOORE of Pem1sylva.nia.. Mr. Chairman, will the gentl~­
rnan yicl<l? 

The CHAIIU.Ll..N. Does tlle gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. l\1.ADDEN. With pleasure. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Docs the gentlc1nau, speakin~ 

for tlle Ilepublican Party, recall n single tirue in the history of 
the country where we h~:rn llad prosperity under Republican 
rule that Democrats, Prohibitionists, and Socialists alike ha\c 
not benefited equally with Republicans uncler th.at rule? 

M:r. MADDEN. The glory of the Republican Party policy is 
that it has always been able to create prosperity and every 
class, Democrats, Republicans, and Socialists, have participated 
in that prosperity. 

Tlle present bill under consideration, being H. R. 4413, to place 
on the free list agricultural implements, CDtton bagging, cotton 
ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, 
bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other articles, 
introduced by the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], the leader of the majority side of this House, is an 
entirely different proposition. It is an out-and-out free-trade 
measure and, if enacted into law, will open our doors to free-. 
trade Europe and glut our markets with the products of poorly 
paid European labor, and bring about a business stagnation such 
as we have always experiencecl whenever the Democrats under­
til.kc to revise or amend a Republican tariff bill. 

I thought, .l\Ir. Chairm:m, when I learned that the gentleman 
from Alabama intended to introduce this men.sure that the 
people would regard it as a joke; that it would not be considered 
seriously; that it could not possibly pass the Senate of the­
Unit~d States as now organized, nnd that it woulU serve simply 
as an excuse for the elimination, by certain Members, of a sur­
plusage of bile and hot air, thereby bringing them back to their 
normal condition; and that that would bethoendof it. Not so, 
however. According to the newspapers-and concerning such 
matters the newspapers are usually right-the business people 
as well as the laboring people arc regarding this proposed legis­
lation as a very serious matter. The cry of alarm comes not 
only from one locality, but from every section of our country. 
From the gentleman's [Mr. UNDERWOOD] own district there 
comes the word that if this bill is enacted into law the doors of 
the great steel works there will bo closed and that thousands of 
men will be thrown out of employment. If this be true, and I 
doubt it not, the suffering of the families of these employees will 
become distressing beyond measure, and the entire business com­
munity will suffer irreparable injury. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, it is no joke after all. The mere men­
tion of Democratic tariff tinkering causes willespread alaTm, 
an<l. is a just warning for all classes of intelligent business men 
to run to cover, and it is going to be very difficult, in my opin­
ion, for the press, having, as it docs, great faith in the Senato 
of the United States, compose<l. as it is by a Republican major­
ity, to educate the people up to the belief that this bill is, after 
all, nothing but a joke, that the Senate will never concur in its 
provisions, anc1. even though it should, the President, unless he 
be intoxicated with the Wea of universal reciprocity, will never 
sign it. All power to tllo 11ress, if it can calm the people and 
restore temporary confidence until they can ha -re a chance to 
un<lo the evil they ·were guilty of in electing a Democ:ratic 'ma-
jority of this IJody. • 

This is my first opportunity to watch at close range a Demo­
cratic operation on a tariff bill, and I do not won<ler at tho 
alarm evinced by the old-timers as they observe tbe reckless­
ness with which the knife is manipulated as they slash in and 
about its vitals. They do not seem to have received their early 
training in a school which teaches that the best way to build up 
a system in order to save the patient is to gradually cut away 
the affected parts, but rather in one which teaches that the way 
to cure what is believeu to be a sick body is to cut off its head, 
and. that, Mr. Chairman, is what these Democratic surgeons are 
going to do. 

I do not know whether tlle Speaker of this House personally 
fayors this decapitation process or not, although I heard him 
make a svcech on the Hoor of this House that he would, could he 
have his own way about it, tenr down every customhouse in the 
United States. So I take it thnt Ile not only favors the lopping 
off of tlle head of the protection giant, but will take a promi­
nent part in the grand lopping-off act. No one wllo has had the 
great pleasure of hearing his gentle voice or llas been privilegeil 
to observe the meekness with which he llandles his political 
adversaries would ever beliern it, ancl I will not believe it until 
I hear him in one of llis incomparable speeches deny it, or until 
I hear llim vote aye on the passage of this measure. 

Democrats say that this bill anu the reciprocity bill will re­
duce the revenue of the Treasury $15,000,000 annually; and 

• 
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if so, that the price to the consumer will be reduced by the 
m:;uount of the reduction in the tnx. If that be true, the cost of 
living would be reduced exactly 15 cents per person per annum, 
be<'nuse if you di'\ide $15,000,000 into 90,000,000 you get G, an<l 
one-sixth of 90 is 15, which means 15 cents to every in<lividnal in 
the United States. So, even if they <lo carry out the plan which 
they propose, nnd the tariff is a tax, an<l the price of the article 
is re<lucccl by the amount of the tux when the tax is taken off, 
the total saving to each individual in the United States on the 
cost of living will be 15 cents per annum. M::iryelous ! 1\far­
velous ! 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman submit to an inquiry? 
l\fr. MADDEN. Certainly; I will be delighted to do so. 
Mr. SIMS. As I understand you, the reduction of the revenue 

paid into the Treasury will be 1U cents per person; but what 
about tlle cost of the domestic article which the home people 
consume? . 

M:r. :MADDEN. If the tariff is a tax and the tax is added to 
the price of the article, as the Democrats claim it is, and if that 
tux is taken off the article and therefore taken off the price 
of the article when the tax is reuuced, the reduction in the cost 
of the article will be exactly the amount of the tax taken off, 
and you can not reduce the cost of living any more than the 
difference between the tax when it is on and the tax when it 
is off. 

l\1r. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen­
tlem:rn yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. With plea.sure, in a moment. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, before I yield that I should say to my distinguished 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Sn.rs] that if we open our markets 
to free-trade Europe and let them open their mills to make 
goods for American consumption, we must close ()ur mills in 
order to be able to consume the goods shippe<l here by Europe, 
and if we do that, even though the price be reduced by reason 
of the fact that the goods are made abroad under the free-trade 
rate of 'n1ges and shipped into America for consumption by 
the American people, it would reduce the ability of the Ameri­
cans to buy; and the result would be that it would not make 
any difference, even if the price is lowered, if we have pothing 
with which to pay the lower price. 

Mr. MOORffi of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Docs the gentleman yield to the gentle­

man from Pennsylvania? 
l\fr. MADDEN. I do, sir. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Last week, in the city of 

Philadelphia, was sol<l the machinery of the Southwark Woolen 
Mills, which had formerly employed upward of a thousand 
workingmen and women. The sale was completed on Saturday 
and it is reported that many of the purchasers had come o-ve; 
from Canacla, and that the machinery, in large pa.rt, will now 
be transported to that country. Does not the gentleman in 
carrying out his discussion with regard to wages, observe that 
this would answer the question of the gentleman from Ten­
nessee, and that there will be no reduction in the cost of living 
here if we decrease the wage-earning power of the people? 

l\Ir. l\'IADDEN. Without cloubt, the gentleman from Pennsyl­
vania is correct. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
l\fr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman, using the 

Democratic argument that the price is increased to the con­
sumer by precisely the amount of the <luty exacted, anc.1 then 
re1ersing that, estimates that the cost of living to the 92,000 000 
people of this country will be reduced by 15 cents per heacl, ~ay­
ing he arrived at that conclusion by adding together the effect 
of the reciprocity measure and this so-callecl free-trade bill. I 
ask the gentleman lf in the course of his compilation he has 
ascertained just how much the consum~r will gain from the 
effect of reciprocity, separated from this free-trade bill? 

l\Ir. l\l.ADDEN. It would be one-third of the 15 cents-5 
cents [laughter on the Republican side]-if we assume that the 
logic of the Democrats be true. [Renewed laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

l\Ir. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. ~IADDEN. I do. 
~Ir. :MOORE of Pennsylnnia. Is it not a fact that the entire 

l'evenue of the country deri1cd from the tariff for the last fiscal 
yenr-1910-was approximately $3.31,000,000? 

Mr. 1\IADDEN. Yes; or, in other worcls, $3 per capita. 
i\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Three <lollars ancl seventy-five 

cents per capita, was it not? 
l\Ir. 1'1.ADDEN. Yes; about $3, in round figures. 
l\fr. MOORE of Pennsylrnnia. If one of our friends on the 

otlter E'ide would abstain from nt least one theater party, would 
not his portion of the tax be v:iid, so far as he is concernecl? 

l\fr. :MADDEN. It would not be fair to assume that he in­
dulges in such u luxurious privilege as going to the theater. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

.!Ur. l\IOOREl of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman 
that it is a fact that I saw the other dny on one of the broacl 
highways of Washington, flanked on either side by magnificent 
buildings, a real, ltrn Democrat ri<ling in an automobile. 
[Laughter.] 

l\Ir. l\IADDEN. Well, we ha1e some plutocrats among the 
Democrats, who are always railing against the so-calle<l trusts, 
while at the sUIDe time they are indulging in the privileges and 
luxuries of the di>idends deri1e<l from the so-called trusts. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, l\fr. Chairman, if the wages derived from the industries 
of this country could be put upon a free-trade basis and manu­
facturers given time in which to adjust their busi~ess matters 
accordingly, a.nu if the laboring men ancl mechanics and arti­
sans and e>erybody interested would be agreeable to the chn.n('l'e 
the pending measure would be popular. nut for how ma.;y 
more years will we be compelled to tell you that the .American 
workingman will tolerate no such change by his own consent? 
Wllat American bricklayer, for instance, would consent to work 
for $1.68 a day? That is the wage paid in Great Britain to 
bricklayers. Or what American bricklayer would work for 
$1.04 n day, which is the amount paid in Germany and France? 
In Belgium the bricklayer receives only 64 cents a. day. 

If you were to insult an American bricklayer by h:.tndin,.,. him 
on Saturday night $3.84 as his pay for a week's work, so;.eone 
else would pay off the next week. [Applause on the Republican 
side.J The American bricklayer receives for one day's work 
more thfln that. .As a matter of fact, the average wage paid to 
American bricklayers is $4.40 a day. 

I will print here, Mr. Chairman, some interesting tables show­
ing the difference between the wages received here and 'in for­
eign countries, also n. comparison of the cost of production of 
certain articles in the United States, Great Britain, and Bel­
gium, and a. comparison of the wages of labor employed in 
woolen manufacture L11 the United States, France, and Italy: 

United Great Germany. France. Belgium. States. Dritam. 

Hour. Day. Hour. Day. Hou:. D::i.y. I ~-Doy. ._ ____ , ___ llour.
1 

Do.y. 

Bricklayers ........ SO. 55 $4. 40 so. 21 31. 68 so. 13 ~1. 04 so.1s j.i.0< ~:~l~U l:::tonecuttcrs.. . . . . . . 42 3. 30 . 20 1. 60 . 12 . 96 .14 1. 12 
Honemasons . . . . . . . 46 3. G8 • 21 1. 68 • 13 1. Q.1 .14 1.12 .08 I .64 
Ilod co.rriers .. . . . . . . 29 2. 32 .13 1. Q.1 • 08 . 64 .10 .80 No d::i.ta. 
CaJ"l)enters......... . 36 2. 88 . 20 1. 60 .13 1. 04 .15 1. 20 .071 .56 Painters ...... _.... . 35 2. 80 .18 1. 44 .12 . 96 .13 1. 04 .07 .56 
Plumbers.......... .44 3.52 .20 1.60 .11 .88 .15 1. 20 .08 .64 
Machinists......... . 27 2. 16 .17 l. 36 .13 1. Q.1 .13 1. 04 No at:i.. 
General laborers... .17 1. 36 .10 . 80 • 08 . 64 .10 .80 .051 .40 

A comparison of tlte cost of pt·od1tctlon of certain articles in the Unitccl 
States, Gi·cat Britain and Belgiuni. 

United States. Grcnt Brit::i.in. Belgium. 

Articles. All 
Lo.bar other 
cost. ex-

pense. 

All 
Labor other 
cost. ex-

pense. 

All 
Labor other 
cost. ex-

pense. 
------------!----------------
1 yard cnshmere cloth of cotton 

and low bot~y wool of equal 
weight and qu::i.litr. CWc:n·-
ini:r w::i.gc gi>cn as labor cost) ... 50. 061 

1 yard cashmere cloth of cotton 
and botany worsted of equal 
weight and quality. (Wca>-
ing w::i.;::c gi>cn as l::i.l>or cost)... . OM 

1 yard all-wool sateen of botany 
wool or equal weight ::i.nd qna.l­
ity. (Weaving wage r;inn ::i.s 
labor cost).................... . . 058 

1,000 common red building brick. 2. 33 
1 dozen irory-h3ndlcd taulc 

knives, prnctlcally ~me size, 
American m::i.ko hC'st Eni:;lish 
steel, English rn::i.ko ordinary 
steel. __ ....................... . 

1 doz::!n knife liL1Llcs uscu for 
abo>e knives ..... ...... .. .... . 

1 gross green ;::l:.l~ • spirit bottles, 
equal capacity and \\"ei '.•ht. . ... 

1 ton (2,'.?40 pounds) Ilcmatitc 
pl:;iroo .... .................. . . 

1 dozen plnin ironstClne-china 
plates equnl size, American 
mo.kc h::i.H ounce hcaYirr . ... .. . 

1 dozen plain caps and s:inccrs 
so.mesizc, style, anu weight .... 

.94 

. G3 

1. 

1. 23 

'>') 

. 23 

$0.195 $0. 013 $0.143 . - - - .. - .... - .. - -

.135 .015 .163 .. .............• 

. 65 . 014 . 30 ... - . . . . . - ..... . 
1. 91- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . so. oo io. 09 

7.18 .85 3. ()5 ........... .......... 

.55 .44.5 . 40 ............ ............ 

2. 25 1.15 1. 91 ............. ............ 

9. 43 . i9 11.~ .......... ... .... ..... 

.2·1 .15 . '.!1 ............. ........... 

.2.3 .12 .36 ............. ........... 
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A comparison of the 1.oages of labor employed in woolen manufacture in 
the U n ited Statoo, England, .Z.' rance, an·d Italy. 

Italy. United 
France. England. States. 

_______________ , ____ ------------
Sorters ................•...•.............. 

t~~~~-~~ -~:~:: :: : :: : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Gill boxes .....•.•.........•..•.•........ ·. 
Com b minders .........•..••...•...•...... 
Doss spinner ....•••........•...........•.. 

N~: ~~~::: :: : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Wea• ers .. . .............•...•...•....•.... 
Fullers and pressers ••••...•.••..••....... 

$4. 60 
3.00 
2. 30 
2. 30 
2.30 
7.00 
5.80 
2.30 
3. 00 
3.50 

$6.40 
4. 25 
4.00 
3. 70 
3. 70 
9.25 
6. 20 
4. 00 
4.60 
4.25 

$7.30 
5.00 
3. 90 
3.00 
3.00 

12. 60 
7. 30 
3. 00 
4.00 
6.00 

$12. 50 
- 7.00 

6.00 
6. 00 
6.00 

18.00 
9.60 
6.00 
9.00 
7.00 

The above tables tell the truth, Mr. Chairman; and being true., 
it is beyond my understanding how any intelligent legislator 
can have the hardihood to tell the American laboring man that 
it is to his interest to support a party which is in fa-vor of re­
ducing the wage scale to the level of that adopted by free-trade 
Europe. They do not tell him that in so many words, but it is 
exactly the condition they will bring him to if they succeed in 
enacting into law the bill now under consideration. 

This bill provides that certain articles are to come into the 
United States free of duty. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman a moment ago 
referred to "free-trade Europe." Just so that the record may 
be kept straight and his speech properly illuminated, is it not u 
fact that "free-trade Europe" means free trade with America 
nnd protection in Europe, in every counh·y thereof? 

Mr. MADDEN. Without any doubt. 
Mr. SI.1\iS. Except England. 
Mr. MADDEN. While we under this bill admit free every­

thing made in Europe or grown in Europe, we are obliged to 
pay the tariff tax impose<l. by the European countries on e\ery­
thing that we sell to them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And thon is not that substan­
tially the situation with regard to Canada-that most of their 
duties are retained. whereas many of ours arc being taken off? 

l\ir. MADDEN. That is h·ue; and if I had had my way when the 
reciprocity bill was under consideration I would like to have 
amended it in very many particulars. Take, for example, the 
raw materials en tering into the manufacture of agricultural 
implements, farm wagons, hoop and band iron, cotton ties, wire 
for 'ba1ing, fence wire, and sewing muchines. Listen to the al>­
suruity of this. This bill now under consideration pro\ides that 
all tlle things I ha\e enumerated are to be atlmitted into this 
country free, whereas the materials which enter into their con­
struction bear a tariff tax; and here is a list of the taxes that 
are to be paid on the materials which enter into the construc­
tion of tllese articles, if the materials are to be imported by a 
man who manufactures the same kind of articles in this 
country: 
Dutiable raw materials entering into the manufacture of agdculturaZ 

implements, farm icagons, hoop or band iron, cotton ties, wire for 
baling, fence wire, and sewing machines. 

Par. .Articles. 

117 Iron ore ........••............................ 
118 Iron in pigs ................................. . 

" ' ronght and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel.. 
119 Rar iron ..................................... . 
123 Dall bearings and roller bearings .........•.... 
127 Shoots of iron or steel, black: 

Valued at 3 cents per pound or less ...... . 
Valued a t more titian 3 cents per pound .. . 

129 Sheets of iron or steel, polished, plarushed, or 
glanced. 

131 Steel ingots, cogged ingot'3, blooms, and slabs; 
billets and oars; hammered molns; mill 
shafting; alloys used as substitutes for steel 
in the manufacture of tools: steel cas tings: 

If valued at 40 cents per pound or less .... 
If valued aboye 40 cents per pound .•..... 

14.2 Axles or parts thereof. .... : ............•..... 
144 Bolts .•........•................•....••....... 
148 Castings of malleable iron ....•............... 
200 Hubs for wheels, and wagon blocks ....••..... 

Rate of d uty . 

rn cents per ton. 
S'.?.50 per ton. 
$1 per ton. 
!rr cent per pound. 
45 per cent ad •alorem. 

h cent ton cent per pound. 
30 per cent ad valorem. 
l ! cents per pound. 

irJ. cent to 7 cents per pound. 
2u per cent ad valorem. 
~cent per pound. 
ll cents per pound. n cent per pound. 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

Docs anyone lmagine for a moment that a man engaged in 
manufacturing these parts of agricultural implements in Ameri­
can factories can continue in the business in which he is en­
g:aged if by legislation we allow the finished article to come 
~1to this country free? Does anybody suppose that the m11m 
~...nployed in making the parts which enter into the construction 
of these agricultural implements in this country can compete 
with the men who make agricultural implements abroad under 
such conditions? It is absurd. This bill is a fraud and a hum­
bug. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\lr. SIMS. Does the gentleman suppose we are going to stop 
at this little free-list bill and not make reductions all along tho 
line when we have time? 

Mr. MADDEN. I was not educated in the school which gives 
me the ability to see info the minds of Democrats, and I am 
only talking about the thing which they present to me for con 
sideration. If the gentleman from Tennessee can tell me what 
his party is going to do on any given subject for any ·given hour 
of any given day, I will say to him that he has more informa 
tion than any other member of his party. 

.Mr. SIMS. We are going to pass this bill, and then we are 
going to make other reductions. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. · It is fair to assume that they 
are going on iµ the exuberance of destruction which they have 
started. 

Mr. 1\1.ADDEN. Now, for example, let us consider the raw 
materials entering into the manufacture of cotton bagging, 
bnrlaps, and bags, which, I assume, the gentleman from Ten 
nessee is intereste<l. in h::i.ving put on the free list. For example, 
the dutiable raw materials entering into the manufacture of bur 
lups and bags nre as fo11ows: 
Dutiable ra-w materials entering into tlle manufactiire of cotton bagging, 

burlaps, and bags. 

Par. Articles. Rate or duty. 

333 Flax straw.................................... 5 per ton. 
334 Flax, not hackled or dressect.................. 1 cent per pound. 
335 Flax, hackled, known as ''dressed line" ••.... 3 cents per pound. 
331i Flax, tow of.................................. $20 per ton. 
337 Hemp ...............•........................ $22.50 per ton. 

Hemp, hackled , known as line ofhemp ....•.. 545 per ton. 
338 Single yarns mude of jute..................... 1 cent per pound and 10 ]::er 

cent to 35 per cent ad va­
lorem. 

34.0 Threads 11.nd twine made from yarn of flax, 
hemp, or ramie: 

Not finer than 5 lea....................... 10 cents per pound. 
Finer than 5 lea ....•.....•............... 12 cents per pound and i cent 

:i;er pound for each aclcti­
tional lea. 

341 Sin~le yarns in the gray, made of fl ax, hemp, 
or ramie: 

Not finer than 8 lea....................... 6 cents per pound. 
Finer than 8 lea.......................... 15 per cont to 40 per cent ad 

valorem. 

Will anybody tell me how the American manufacturer of these 
commodities can compete with tlle people of India, who mako 
these same commodities and pay labor at the rate of 50 cents 
or less per week, when the materials which enter into the con­
struction of the things you are putting on the free list are taxe<l. 
so that the .American manufacturer is put in the position of 
being unable to continue in the business in which he is engaged? 

Now, here are some raw materials entering into the produc­
tion of men ts, flour, and cereal food : 

Par. 

225 

22G 
228 
229 
334 
335 
~8 
2-10 
241 
242 

Articles. 

Cattle: 
If valued at not more than $14 per bead .. . 
If valued at more than $14 per head ..... . 

Swine ..•...................•................. 
Sheep ..........................•.....•....... 
:\Jl other live animals ................•.•.•.... 
Buckwheat, per bushel of 48 pounds . ........ . 
Corn or maize, per bushel of 56 pouncls ...•.... 
Oats .....•..............................•..... 
Hice ......•..................•..••.....•••.... 

fJh~·a-t-.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Rate of duty. 

$2 to $3.75 per head. 
Zi~ per cent ad valorem. 
Sl.50 per head. 
75 cents to $1.50 per bead. 
20 per cent acl valorem. 
16 cents. 
15 conts. 
15 cents per bushel. 
It cents to 2 cents per pound. 
10 cents per bushel. 
26 cents per bushel. 

We are proposing to admit free all the meat products and 
food products, whercns the things that enter into them are sub­
ject to pay a .high tariff in order to enter .this country. Oh 
Democratic consistency! [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
You are going to reduce tlle cost of living. Yes; you are going 
to reduce the opportunity for men to earn a living. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] You are going to put 
the men of the country on a star\ation basis. You are going to 
close the factories and the workshops; you arc going to reduce 
the price of property. You nre going to reduce the possibility 
of the sale of property. Under Democratic rule there never wns 
sale for property in this land except sales by the sheriff. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] No sound of 
the hammer to be heard anywhere except the sound of the auc­
tioneer's hammer selling farms under mortgage. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] But the Democratic policy 
reduces the cost of living! Better give us an opportunity to 
make a living. We all need it. The more opportunity you can 
give the people of this land to make a living, the more con­
tented and happy homes you will have in the land. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I would like to have some Democrat 
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tell me or tell the country how we can afford to admit free of 
duty tllc commodities; that is, the finished products enumerated 
in this bill, while the material whicll enters into their construc­
tion is dutiable. If the .American manufacturer is required. to 
use nny of these materinls in the construction of his product, 
and the European manufacturer is r)ermitted to sen<l his product 
in free, how can the American m:rnufacturer continue in busi­
ness? If the American manufacturer requires any of these 
materials .in the manufacture of llis products he is compelled 
to pay a duty on them. Ho can not possibly compete with the 
foreign manufacturer who under this bill is permitted to ship 
into the United States free the finished product maue of these 
mnterials. 

It may be well to consider this fact for a moment. It is a 
fact, and you can not get a way from it, tho logic of events will 
proyc the truth of what I say, nnd I am appealing now to the 
men who work with their lmncls and their brains in this country. 
I am not talking to the men who are sitting in these seats; 
I am appealing to the men who toil, the men who are engaged 
in the manufacture of agricultural implements, for example. 
The International Han·ester Co., whose great plants arc in Chi­
cago, the city from which I come, h::rrn plants in Russia, in 
Germany, in France, in Canada. If they are allowed to bring 
their products free into the United States, what would prevent 
them from forcing a strike in their American shops, locking 

. their men out, closing the shops, and making their agricultural 
implements abroad, with free-trade labor at one-quarter the 
price paid in the American shop? What guaranty would the 
American workman have that these American shops would ever 
be opened. again? What right have we to believe that this har­
vester company will not do this? They are mercenary ; tlley a re 
anxious to make more clivitlends than they make now. If they 
can increase their diYidencls by employing European labor and 
shipping the product of that labor into the American markets 
for American consumvtion, I fear, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, that ewry rnan emp1oyccl in this great industry 
in this country will, if this bill becomes a law, sooner or later 
be thrown out of employment and be cast out on the street in 
search of a job, with no opportunity to follow the vocation to 
which he has gi>en his life. 

This is a serious proposition, Mr. Chairman. We ought not 
to overlook the seriousness of it. It is a propositon we can not 
afford to o>erlook. It is a thing that will be done, and I warn 
you Democrats-I would like to save you from your own folly, 
for I like you personally, but you do not seem to exercise good 
judgment in the matter of legislation. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. :U.ADDEN. Certainly; the gentleman is always gracious. 
Mr. SULZER. Had the gentleman from Illinois better not 

tell us the hen vens will fall if we touch the sacred doctrine of 
protection? 

Ur. l\f.ADDEN. Well, the gentleman's question is hardly 
apropos. You know the God of the universe made the heavens, 
and in the order of His wisdom He has seen fit to keep them 
from falling upon us in the past, and I hope in the future He 
will have as much mercy upon us as He bas for all time gone. 
[Applause.] I would not like to see anything fall on the gentle­
man from New York. 

l\.Ir. SULZER. In that connection I might say that if the 
gentleman pursues his line of argument I am afraid something 
will fall on him in his district at the next election. 

l\fr. 1\1.ADDEN. I wish to say to the gentleman in that con­
nection, l\fr. Chairman, that if he clocs not need his job in this 
House any more than I need mine it will not worry him if he 
does not come back. I have always Imel the courage to express 
my views on public questions. I lla ve ha.cl my own opinions anu 
have had the courage to express them, and I have nm·er waited 
for anybody to tell me what they were. If as a public func­
tionary I am to be so restricted in the expression of my views 
as to be obliged to wait until I find out whether they please 
the people of my district or not, I would infinitely rather go 
back to private life nnd become a private citizen, with the right 
to express my views untrammeled and unquestioned by any­
body on eartlJ, with the right to try to formulate public senti­
ment along tlle lines of my ideas, than to hold any public 
office in the gift of the American people. [Applause.] I am 
not here lookin~ for a job. I nm here to ex11ress my views, nnc.1 
to represent my people as I tWnk they should bq represented, 
and I am not 11andcring to any maudlin sentiment or trying to 
trim my sails to e-rnry wind that blows. that I may have a 
popular feeling among the people in my district for my atti­
tude as a public functionary. [Applause.] 

Mr. Cllairrn:rn, I have n number of documents here that I 
would like to lla•c the Clerk read in my time. First, a. lot of 

protected articles tllat enter into constrnction of boots and 
shoes, and some other i1apcrs. I will nsk the Clerk to read 
them in my time as a part of my remarks. 

~Ir . 1.L\RTIN of South Dakota (interrupting) . Mr. Cllair­
m:in, if the gentleman will permit, the gentlcm:rn's argument 
sounds good to Republican ears, but I would like to ask him 
whether t:IJat \YOulcl not hnvc · been a good argument against 
opening u1> free tra.dc with Cnnnda in farm products? 

Mr. l\L\DDEX. If I Uloug11t, as I sni<l in 011ening my re­
marks, thnt the Canitdian farmer could in any wise compete 
witll the ~\ mericnn fa rm er, I would ha i·e YOtf'd against the 
reciprocity bill. I lla Ye tlle i<len in my mind, from informn ti on 
which I was able to "'nther from something of nu in>estigation, 
that tllc productiYeuess of the Can!ldian farm is so much less 
than the producth-eness of the .American form tllat I fear no 
danger from the competition which may :1l'isc bct"\'.·een thew. 

l\lr. l\IARTIN of South Dakota. Without going into thn t ques­
tion of fact, I would like the· judgment of the gentlern:.in as to 
whcthor ihc American manufacturers arc any less aule io com­
pete witll Canadian manufaclurcrs than the .American farmers 
with Canadian farmers. 

.i\fr. 1\1.A.DDE:N. I will say to the gentleman >ery frnnkly 
that if I ha<l my way I would favor an even intcrctla11ge between 
the two countries on every commodity, both agrie11tnral and 
manufactures. 

Mr. MaRTIN of South Dakota.. Of course, thnt is inuirectly 
an answer to ·the question, but is not it true, speaking gener­
ally, that the American manufacturer is quite as 'lell able, con­
sidering our natural resources a.nu all that enters into manu­
facturing, to compete with the manufacturing enter11rises of the 
world as the American farmer is to compete with the agricul­
tural products of the world? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I would not like to admit that, because 
while the wages between the American farmer and the Canailian 
farmer are almost equivalent there may be a shade the best of 
it in fa\or of the Canadian farmer. The wages as between the 
American manufacturer and the European mnnufacturer is as 
two to five or as one is to fiye in some cases, and ns two is to 
four in others; so that the American manufacturer pays from 
two to fi•e times the wages that the European manufacturer 
pays. 

Mr. l\lARTIN of South Dakota. Docs the gentleman consider 
that the American farmer is not an employer as well as the 
manufacturer? 

Mr. MADDEN. They are; but there is not that clifferencc. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There arc about 10,000,000 

laborers that have their entire employment in farming, about 
one-third of the laboring population of this country. Do I un­
derstand the gentleman's idea to be, if he will pardon me, from 
his statement, that while we will conclude that tbe American 

. employer ought to be protected ago.inst the employer of other 
countries the American farmer can afford to compete with the 
farm products of other countries? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I am against the free admission of farm 
products from other countries into the United States, while I 
am in favor of the free admission of the products of the Cana­
dian farmer. I consider that the free admission of the product 
of the Canadian farmers into the .A.merican mnrket is equiYalent 
to admitting the products of Indiana into the State of Illinois 
or the products of the State of Illinois into the State of Ohio: 

Mr. l\I.A.RTIN of South Dakota. Which is only another way 
of saying that the Canadian farmer is the only one who is in 
the position really to compete with the .American farmer in this 
market. 

Mr. i\LillDEN. We are a homogeneous people; we live on 
the same plane, we think alike, we talk alike, and our ambitions 
are alike, our hopes arc alike, and I hope some day we will all 
be in one country and under one flag. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit me 
a question? 

Mr .. l\IADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I was very much enlightened 

by the gentleman's statement that our population o~ 92,000,000 
people might possibly be benefited to the extent of 5 cents a head 
as the effect of reciprocity. Now, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman if he thinks that it is worth while to assess the agri­
cultural part of our population for the benefit of all the rest of 
our 11opulation in order to get the problematicnl 5 cents per 
head for the 92,000,000 people? 

l\lr. l\l.A.DDEN. Oh, I think it is absurd to allow the products 
provided for in this bill to come into this country frec-

Mr. IIA.l\1ILTON of Michig.an. Is not tho gentleman affected 
somewhat by his city environment in refation to reciprocity? 

Mr. MADDEN. Not at all. ·1 do not recognize the city as 
:i;>aramount to the country or the country as paramount to the 
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city. I belie\e we should legislate along broad lines and along 
lines which are patriotic. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I applauded the gentleman 
when he gave utterance to that sentiment, but he seemed to have 
slipved a cog on reciprocity. 

Mr. :MADDEN. Oh, no. The gentleman's environment makes 
him ask these questions along narrow lines. 

l\ir. II.A.MILTON of Micllignn. The gentleman's environment 
mnkcs him answer this question along certain lines. I will not 
say "narrow lines." 

.Mr . .MADDEN. I ask the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. H.Al\IILTON of Michigan. That is all right. 
lUr. MADDEN. I ask unanimous consent to include tlle 

papers which I asked prcYiously to ha>e read by the Clerk 
printed without being read. 

The OHAIR.MAN. The gentleman has general lease to do 
that. 

The papers are as follows: 
Alphabetical list of articles entering into the manufacture of boots and 

shoes and the import duty ther eon. 

Articles. 

Blacking ...................... .. .............. . 
Box toes, of sole loather cut in form ...•........ 
Buttons, shoe: 

If mn.do of paper, board, papier-mAcM, 
pulp, or other similar material, valued 
at not excoeding 3 cents per gross. 

II made of metn.l, horn, or glass .......... . . 

Callskins ..................................... . 
Counters ....... ...... ... ...................... . 
Cement, rubber ............................... . 
Cotdh·an, upper leather ....................... . 
Duck ........ .... ..... .................. . ..... . 
Drt'SSing for shoes ............................. . 
Enamel anrl patent loather: 

If wdghing not o>er 10 pounds per dozen 
skins. 

If weighing o>er 10 and not over "25 pounds 
per dozen skins. 

If weighing over 25 pounds per dozen skins. 

Eyelets: 

Rates of duty. 

25 per cent ad >alorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

1 cent per gross. 

i cent per line per gross and 15 per 
cent ad valorom. · 

15 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
20 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
2t cents per square yard. 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

'Zl cents per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

27 cents per pound and 8 per cent 
ad valorem. 

20 cents per pound and 10 per cent 
ad valorem. . 

nr:iss or steel.. ......................... ... 4.5 per cent ad >alorcm. 
Enameled.. ......... .... .. .. .......... .... 45 per cent ad valorom. 
Celluloid covered .......................... 65 cents per pound and 30 per cent 

ad valorem. 
Fl!lnnel. ....••...•...•............•.•..••...... 
Goring: 

If made of cotton, flax, or other vegetable 
fiber. 

If made of silk ............................. . 
Gluc, if valued over 10 cents and not over 35 

cents per pound. 
Ilorsehido, upper leather .... . .......... ....... . 

• Hemloek, sole leather ......................... . 
Heels, of sole leather, cut in form .............. . 
Ilooks . . . .................................. : ... . 
Insoles, of sole leather, cut in form .......... ... . 
Kip, upper leather ............ ... .. ......... .. . 
Kid, upper leather .......... ....... ........... . 
Kangaroo, upper leather ...................... . 
Lifting for heels, of sole leather, cut in form ... . 
Laces: 

If made of leather ......................... . 

3' cents per square yard. 

GO per cent ad valorcm. 

GO per cent ad valorom. 
25 per cent ad valorom. 

15 per cent ad valorem. 
5 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
45 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorom. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorom. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

50 cents per gross pairs and 10 per 
cent ad valorcm. 

If made of cotton or other wgeta ble fiber. . . 2.3 cents per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

It made of silk .. ....... .................... . 
NaiL~ : 

Cut ........... ...... ..... ..... ... . ........ . 
ITob •.....••...•.•...........•.••...•••.... 

Needles: 
Han_d-sewing_needles ...................... . 
Semng-machine needles ................... . 

Oak, solo leather ... .. ......................... . 
Oilcloth . ........................ ....... ....... . 

Outsoles, of solo leather, cut in form ........... . 
Patent leather. See Enamel loather. 
Rands, of sole leather, cut in form ............. . 
Ri>ets ........................................ . 
Side lrother, upper leather ..•.................. 
Shanks: 

or steel. ........... ......... ....... ....... . 
Ofwood .................................. . 
0 f leather board .......................... . 

Shellac, bleached or white,l n rolls .....•••..... 

Silk, for facings ..••.•..••••••.•••••••.••• _ •••.. . 
Stays: 

Cloth., if made of fiax or cotton ............ . 
Leather ................................... . 

Ski>ers, sheepskin leather: 
Ifraw .............. ........... ·-··········· 
If tanned .................................. . 

Sole thread, per sample ....................... . 
Stain .......................................... . 

:f,~i-~~~'. ~~-s~-1~_1_e:1_t~':.'. ~:-~ _r~~.:: :: : : : : : 
'!'wine ......................................... . 
·'\It tacks not exceeclin~ 16 ounces per M .••••.. 

50 per cent ad valorem. 

, 4,l cent per pound. 
I! cents per pound. 

Free. 
SI per M and 25 per cent ad va­

lorom. 
5 per cent ad valorem. 
3 cents per square yard and 20 per 

cent ad valorom. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

15 per cent ad valorem. 
45 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cont ad valorem. 

45 per cent ad valorem. 
35 per cent ad valorem. 
40 per cent ad valorem. 
l cent per pound and 10 per \'ent ad 

valorem. 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

45 per cent ad .-alorom. 
40 per cent ad valorem. 

Free. 
l 5 per cent ad valorem. 
22' cents per pound. 
30 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
21 cents per square yard. 
231 cents per pound. 
i cent per M 

Alphabetical list of articles entering into the manufacture of boots and 
shoes ancl the import duty thereo11r-Continued. 

Articles. 

Cut tacks exceeding 16 ounces per M .••••••••.. 
Wrought tacks ............... ...... ... .. ...•... 
Thread: 

Cotton, white and black, in skeins .....•••. 
Silk ........ ... ... ......................... . 

Union, sole loather ............................ . 
Velvet ........................................ . 
Visco!, waterproofliquid ...................... . 
'Vetting ... ................ .... -................ . 
'Vax .......................................... . 
Webbing: 

If made of cotton, llax, or other vegetable 
fiber. 

If containing wool.. ....................... . 

Wire: 

Rates of duty. 

1 cent per pound. 
45 per cont ad valorem. 

! cent per 100 yards. 
Sl.50 per pound. 
5 per cent ad valorom. 
47~ per cent ad valorom • 
25 per cent ad valorem. 
25 per cent ad valorcm .• 
20 per cont ad valorem. 

60 per cent ad valorom. 

50 cents per pound and 60 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Brass ...................................... 45 per cont ad valorem. 
Stoel....................................... 35 per cent ad valorom. 

CAROLI~A BAGGING Co., 
Henderson, N. C., April 24, 1911. 

DEAR Sm: '.rhe farmers' free-list bill just introdnccd in Congress pro­
poses to a<lrnit jute into this country free. We believe everyone should 
interest himself with his Congressman and Senator to prevent this 
part of the bill 1.Jecoming a law. We ask yon to do so. '.rhis product 
~rows in India and nowhere else. Conditions there requh"e payment by 
jute manufacturers of an avernge of about GO cents per week to their 
lal.Jorers. This is veL"y shocking, but it is taken from their Government 
report for the year 1000. 

The duty on cotton 1.Jagging, which is made of jute, is about 30 cents 
per roll. With this small amount of protection manufacturers of 
bagging and other jute products have had a liard time to live for the 
last few years. Sevcrnl factories have fallecl and gone out of business. 

Bnt there are now seven bagg-ing factories in North Carolina, three 
in South Carolina, three in Virginia, and three in Georgia. Large 
amounts of capital are invested in these. Admitting jute into this 
countL"y free of duty would ruin and close these factories and throw all 
their labor out of employment. Our factory employs !WO operators, who 
receive from $4 to $40 per week, on which they and their families live. 
The duty on our annual output of 100,000 rolls is about 30 cents per 
roll, or $30,000. Take this from our earnings ancl we could not go on 
at all, and would close our factory. May God forl.Jid such a result. 
We and an<l our help all cry to Congress to forbid it. 

Take another view of it. A few years ago there was much talk of 
using cotton for cotton bagging. At the present prices of cotton, of 
course, the farmers can not nITord that. 

~ut millions of yards of cotton bagging are used yearly for cement, 
gram, fiuur, beans, and othet· such purposes. If the duty on jute is 
remo.-ed the great and immediate inflow of the manufactured product 
wou ld supply jnte for all these and many other uses now suppliecl by 
cotton goods. 'Ve would thus in rctn rn for 1he pitiful snm of about 
4 cents a lmle duty now paid by tbe farmer on cotton bagging, have to 
be taxed in some other way to supply that loss of r evenue to the Gov­
ernment, lose our factorirs to their' owners, our wages to the laborers, 
and s ustain a considerable reduction in the nse and price of cotton. 
Thus the prophesy of Bret H:u·te will be fulfill ed: "We are ruined by 
Chinese cheap labor." We pray yon, dear sir, to aid in averting such 
a calamity. Ai<l by writing your Hcprescntativc to vote against free 
jute. Aid by asking . your neighbor to do so. And pray with us that 
such a calamity mny be averted. 

We write not as Democrats or Ilcpuhlicans, bnt as bnsiness men who 
protest ngainst hrlng prevented from making a living for ourselves and 
those working with ns for the same purpose. . 

Yours, very truly, 
c.rnOLIX.1 BAGGTXG Co., 
S. S. PARHA~I, Vice President. 

Hon. ~L\.nTI~ B. UADDF.~, 
CIIICAGO, April 1'1, 1911. 

. Ho118e of Rcpresentativc8, wa.~llington, D. a. 
DEAn MAnTr:-<: I am somewhat concC'rned about the bill introduced by 

Con~ressman UNDFJRWOOD placing n number of items on the free lis t. 
If there is , in your opinion, any chance of the passage of this bill, I 
r equest that you arlvise me cf It promptly, so that the shoe manufactur· 
ers mny have a cllancc to make the fight of their lives to prevent the 
r emoval of the duty on shCJcs. 

While we are not in possession of complrte informatlon about the cost 
of pro<lncing shoes i? Gcrmnny, Aush·in, England, nnd other European 
conntrlC'R, yet wo bolir~vP. we know enough to warrant the claim that we 
can not compete with the cheap lnuor of those countries. Only re­
cently it has !Jr.en developed by Engilsh investigators that American wages ' 
arc, on the n>crage, two and one-fourth times as high as EngliAh. "While 
the Unlted States has !eel the world in tbe style and appearance of its foot­
wear, and lms !Jeen ahlc to export shoes to some countries on this nc­
count, neverth0lc.<1s this exportation lrn s been clllefly in the higher 
grncles, the shoN1 worn 1.Jy the bettrr classes, who arc willing to pay for 
style and appearance. In the cheaper grades we have 6ecn entirely 
unal.Jlo to compete with nny of those countries; as a matter of fact, 
cheap Engli sh shoes ha-.e been brought in to this country since the duty 
was lowered und0r tho Payne-J\lclr!ch bill. 

The European countries, espcclnlly Germany, are importing our lasts, 
patterns, and sltoe machinery whrre it is superior to tlleir own and 
senrling yonng men over here to learn tbe American system of shoe 
manufacturing. It is only fair to aAsnmo that with their splendicl in­
duAtrial ef)nipmcnt they will soon invade this market. 

We shoe manufacturers proha!Jly should not object to free shoes, pro­
vided this country went on a free-trade basis, so that wages throughout 
all the industriE.s could br. adjnsted to the changed conditions. How­
c.-cr, to remove the duty on one article like shoes and leave it on other 
articles would prevent UH from lowering our wages to the foreign level, 
for if we dld it we would loAe our help, and therefore there is only the 
other alternntive, that we should lose onr business to tbe foreigners. 
If we had all of our raw materials free and free shoo machinery, so 
that we could get the cheapest materials nnd the cheapest and uest ma­
chinery to manufacture our product, we might stnnd a chance, but with 
duties on the raw materials that we use ranging from 5 to almost GO 
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per cent and an ~ntirely prohibitive duty on shoe machinery we are 
handicapped too heavily to hold our business if shoes are admitted 
free. · 

Another thing that should be investigated before the duty is removed 
on shoes is the shoe-machinery trust and the difference between the 
terms it makes in t_his country and in foreign countries, where it has 
some effective competition. In this country it has none, and the shoe 
manufacturers have n o choice but to use its machinery on its own 
terms. 

Yours, very truly, SELZ, Scnw AB & Co., 
J . HARRY SELZ, 

Second Vice Presi<Ient. 

SPRATT'S PATENT (AMERICA) (LTD.), 
Ncwarl;, N. J ., April 18, 1911. 

Hon. MARTIN B. MADDlllN, 
House of Representatit"cs, Washington, D. 0 . 

Srn: Your attention is earnestly and respectfully requested : 
\Ve are manufacturers of dog cakes and other biscuits and foods for 

domestic animals generally, but our chief business is dog cakes. If 
our reading of bill H. R. 4413 is correct, it would, if passed, allow 
these foods to come into the United States free of duty. 

We in this State, and similar industries in other States, have labo­
riously, and at first with great loss, built up a business under the pro­
tection of a 20 per cent tariff. It has been barely enough. We alone 
hnve invested some hundreds of thousands of dollars in an expensive 
plant and in the purchase of patent rights from an English company. 
'Ye have felt reasonably sure of a continuous moderate protection, and, 
at least, that it would not be suddenly withdrawn. 

If this measure becomes law, it will be disastrous to us and to a 
considerable number of wage earners. No class in the United States 
denls with us less than the fa rmer. To put dog biscuits on the free 
list would scarcely benefit h im. 

Very respectfully, SrR~TT's PATEXT (LTD.) . 

Hon. MARTIN B. MADDEN, 
CIIICAGO, !LL., Apt·iZ !7, 1911. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D . D . : 
Fo~eign shoe manufacturers have free material, pay no royalty on 

mach1?erv, and get labor at about half paid in this country. How can 
we I~lmols manufacturer:3 an.d wholesalers of. shoes compete under these 
conditions if shoes are admitted free? TanlI on shoes is only 10 per 
cent; on all other wearing apparel averages 60 per cent. Why should 
slloes bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost of living? We 
~~~ir~~~lr~test against the removal of duty on shoes under existing 

Selz, Schwab & Co.; J. P . Smith Shoe Co. ; Florshelm Shoe 
Co.; Smith-Wallace Shoe Co.; Gutbman Carpenter & 
Telling; Watson Plummer Shoe Co. ; J'. E. Tilt Shoe 
Co. ; H . F. C. Dovenmuehle & Son; Fargo & Phelps ; 
A. A. Putnam & Son; The Rice & Hutchinson Chicago 
Shoe Co. ; R. P . Smith & Sons Co. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the Democrats are trying to 
play politics. They are not trying to give the American any ad­
vantage. They talk about a reduction of the cost of living that 
w~ll res.ult from the enactment of this bill into law, but nobody 
will claim that you can reduce the cost of living without reducing 
tlle standard of living, unless you reduce the wage scale, and 
when you do that you reduce the standard of living, because you 
reduce the power to buy; and when you reduce the power to buy 
you necessarily compel the man who buys to live on a lower grade. 

God forbid that the American laborer will ever be compelled 
to face the awful conditions which confront the foreign laborer 
and which he will be compelled to face if the Democratic PartY 
succeeds in its desire to open the doors of the United States to 
the markets of free-trade Europe. If that ever happens-and 
hnpp.ei;i it wi~l if the Democrats have their way about it-a 
cond1t10n of distress and poverty will confront us such as I hope 
I may never live to see. 

I have read with much interest in a book recently published 
by Samuel Gompers something of the conditions that confront 
the laboring man in England, France, Germany, Belgium and 
Holland. ' 

Mr. Gompers says that-
Twenty-two thousand dock laborers report In Liverpool at the gates 

alongshore every day seeking a job, and, on the average only 15 000 
find employment. ' ' 

He refers feelingly to the degree of poverty written on the 
faces of this great army of unemployed. He refers to the 
physical weakness of the men in the crowd, and declares them 
to be the smallest people in stature he had ever seen in an 
English corpmunity. He says that the deepest impression made 
upon his mind in Englan<l came from its poverty-that poverty 
nnd misery are everywhere in England, and that the reason for 
wan faces, tattered clothing, and unshod feet is to be found in 
the number of the constantly tmemployed. The sights made 
such an impression upon Mr. Gompers that he sees from time 

· to time since-
Those numbers of demoralized, degraded objects which ought to be 

men and women have formed In my mind's eye a procession moving 
~~~~te~o~i;M~a~fos~. me, mournful, hopeless, repellent, a disgrace to our 

Mr. Gompers snys that in Holland and Belgium a degree of 
poverty exists such as hardly can be conceived by a dweller in 
nn American city. 

XLVII-53 

l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. MADDEN. I only have about two minutes left. 
l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that in the 

harvest time in Canada, when they are badly in need of labor, 
the British Government sends over to Canada on special yessels 
a~d sends through Capada on special trains this very product of 
the great cities of Liverpool, London, and .Manchester which you 
are describing now? 

Mr . . M:ADDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, is it not true that this 

phnse of humanity which Mr. Gompers so luridly and so truth· 
fully describes is the kind of labor which in the harvest time in 
Canada comes in contact with Canadian labor and with the 
American labor that we send across the border-with the school· 
boys and the farm boys of the United States who go over there 
to do work in their fields? 

Mr. MADDEN. I can not say. I am not familiar with the 
situation, and of course I 'vould not undertake to speak with­
out knowledge. 

Mr. MOOR.I]) of Pennsylvania. Let me say, then, that I was 
in Canada when a trainload came into the Alberta and Sas­
katchewan country, which has been so much discussed in this 
debate. 

l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman not 

know that this class of labor which is described in England, 
Belgium, and other European countries is the same class of 
labor that comes to tbi"s country in million lots annually in 
competition with American labor? [Applause on the Demo­
cratic side.] 

Mr. :MADDEN. The difference between conditions in this 
country and conditions abroad are that when men come to 
this country they are employed in accordance with the Ameri­
can standard of wages and they live in accordance with the 
American standards of living. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Either we or our forefathers came to this country from 
abroad, and if it were not for the fact that our forefathers 
were permitted to come here we would not have the opportunity 
of sitting here and legislating for the .American people to-day. 

And I am glad to see the opportunity afforded the people 
of downtrodden Europe to be admitted to the shores of this 
free land, where every man has an opportunity to rise and 
where opportunity is the one thing in which we "glory. [Ap­
plause on the Republican side.] 

I began work carrying water at 50 cents a day in the insti­
tution of which I am now the head. Does anybody suppose that 
a boy beginning to carry water at 50 cents a day in any insti­
tution in any country in Europe would ever rise to a place 
where he would have a right to vote upon legislation for 
90,000,000 people? No! I say, give them an opportunity to 
come. Treat them right when ·they come. PHy them the best 
wages that cnn be paid. Give them the best opportunity to llve 
ns human beings should live. The glory of this country is 
that we afford m-ery man wllo comes to our shores that oppor­
tunity. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is not this the snme class 

of people that are to-day being employed in the great steel 
plants of our country for from 12 to 13 hours per day at the 
miserable pittance of 12! cents an hour? 

Mr. MADDEN. If that is true, the steel people ought to be 
brought to account for it, and I am ashamed if we have such 
an institution in this country. But I do not think that is so. 
[Applause on the Republicrui side.] _ · 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman believe 
that the American workingman should have to come in contact 
and into competition with this class of labor? 

l\ir. MADDEN. I will say to the gentleman that I have been 
a large employer· of labor, ~nd my experience is that the first 
generation of foreign labor that comes here educates its chll· 
dren in the public schools of .America, where they are taught to 
love our institutions, and among the second generation comes 
the best citizens in the land. Sometimes we may have to sub­
mit to the competition, which affords the opportunity to bring 
men up to the standard which the second generation reaches, 
and I hope that we will continue to hold out the right hand of 
fellowship to the downtrodden people of the world and give them 
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tlrn opportunity to become men in a free land and under a free millers is less than 80 cents a day. The best-paid workmen ill 
!lag. [AppL'luS~ on the Republican side.] Bmlapest ai~e bricklayers ; they receive from $1 to $1.20 per <lay. 

We bave extern.led the right hand of fellowship to the down- This fabulous price, however, is 11ai<l only in the summer time. 
trodllcn of all the world, welcomed them to our shores, clothed In winter they receive GO cents a day for unskilled woi·k. 
them with the dignity of citizenship, enabled them to enjoy the I h:n:o wonderecl if, while looking upon the poverty stricken 
blc!-lsings of liberty, openecl our public schools to their children, laboring men and women of free-trade Europe, 1\Ir. Gompers 
tau <Tht them to love our institutions, and encouraged them to did not frequently thank God that he was an American citizen 
aEshnilate with our people. Tho result is that we ha-ve deT"Cl- and represented an organization in this country where under a 
opeil a Nation of patriotic and liberty-loving people, through wise and beneficent Constitution they do not have to tolerate 
whoEe veins course the bfood of all the nations, but whose e-rery parties which by unwise legislation can bring about such dis­
irnpulse is strict1y A.nierican. We have thus pro-.ed to the world tressing conditions. 
th::it nnder the benoficent influence of Republican policies we Tlle laboring man who remembers the doleful years from 180:3 
ham been able to make men as well as merchandise. These to 1897 will not look with favor upon the pending bill, :Mr-. 
deeds of hlle- Republican Party in the interest of humanity, Chairman. Conditions in this country became almost as ills­
wrlt ten on the pages of the Nation's history, will be handed tressing to the la.boring men P.uring that gloomy period as those 
down to a grateful posterity and applauded by the generation~ existing to-day in free-trade Europe, so graphically described by 
yet to come as the acme of devotion to the welfare of our com- ~Ir. Gompers in his book I have just referred to. 
mon country. The hum of the wheels in the factories a.ml the rumbling ·of 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentlerimn yield the machinery in the mills will never become o<lious to those 
further? men, nor will the smell of the smoke of commercial activity 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. make them wish for a repetition of a. like period of idleness. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I desire. to can the gentle- The American laboring man knows ho is the best DUicl, the 

man's attention to Senate Document 521, a report of the Bureau best housed, the best clad, and the most contented wage earner 
of Lnbor, of the investigation· of the Bethlehem Steel Works, on the face of the earth. He knows that he receives from two to 
where he will find that thousands of these foreign workingmen five times as much for his hire as is received by any like person 
arc employed from 12 to 13 hours a day at 12i cents an hour in this broad universe. He wants to continue to recc-ive such 
in ·competition with the American workingmen. I will refer the compensution, but he knows-and no Democratic politician can 
gentleman also to the Pittsburg Survey, where he will find the make him understand otherwise-that the adoption of this bi11 
s;ime conilltion exists in the great 1ron and steel industries in into law will not better his condition, but will, in fact, bring 
i.he neighborhood of Pittsburg, Pa. And I would like to say to back those days of 'D3 to '97 whicll were a curse to American 
the gentleman that in Pennsylvania. 62 per cent of those engaged manhood and American womanhood. 
in. bituminous coal mining ::!:re. of foreign-~peaking nationalities, I Tari.ff-for-revenue bills-I refer to general fariff-for-revenue 
and 51 per cent of those engaged in anthracite coal mining are bills-have always caused our country to suffer commercial 
of foreign-speaking nationalities, and the result is that the pro- paralysis. What wllI a free trade measure like the pending bill 
ducers of bituminous coal in some parts of Pennsylvania arc the do to us? There never was a time, however, following the adop­
lowest paid miners or· any coal produced anywhere in the worl<.l. tion of a RepublicanAprotective tariff measure that the country 

The CHA.IRMA.i~. The time of the gentleman hris expired. did not, under its stimulating and invigorating effect, take on 
.1\lr .• .MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I wllI ask for 10 minutes new and increased activity. 

more time. The way to keep America prosperous is not by passing free-
Mr. DALZELL. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman. trade legislation and by opening our m'.arkets to European prod-
Mr. MADDE.t'T. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from Penn- ucts. You can not employ European :factories to make goods 

sylYania a question. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania going for American con~umption without throwing Amel!ican work-
to vote for this so-called farmers' free-list bill? men out of employment. That is exactly what you are trying 

l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania.. I run. to do now. What advantage is there in fieing able to buy 
lUr . .MADDEN. Then the gentleman from Pennsylmnia is foreign-made goods cheap if to do so we are first cotnpelled 

going to do the very thing against which he argues. He is to shut off the forge and the loom? What would it profit us 
going to place the American workingman on the basis of Euro- to have Europe take our market while we arc looking for 
pean starvation wages by giving an opportunity to the European theirs? Do you want to gi"ve up the: honie market and take 
manufacturers to send their products into this country free and a chance on the foreign market? If so, pass this bill. l do 
shut out tlie American workingman from the opportunity of not want to gjve up the home market and am therefore opposed 
earning American wages here. [Applause on the Republican to this bill and shall vote against it when the roll is called 
si<le.J upon its passage, and I hope that in the other legislative branch 

Wilen I wa.s talking about this labor proposition, about whi~h of this country a halt will be called upon the . enactment of 
the gentleman from Pennsyl-.ania [Mr. WILSON] interrupted me, this infamous, nefarious humbug into a law. [Applause on 
I was quoting Mr. Gompers, the leader of the American Federa- the Republican side.] · 
tion o.f Labor. I was not making the statement. Mr. Gompers Mr. DALZELL. I yield no minutes to the gentleman from 
was making the statement, and I believe he was stating the Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] . 
truth. Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I shall confine myself to one 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield for a item in this bill, the item. of cotton bagging. It is ha~dly ncc~s-
question? sary for me to suggest thnt my specia'l interest in this one item 

1\fr. MADDEN. Yes. _ is because it is manufactured in my district. We have there a. 
Mr. McGUIRID of Oklahoma. The gentleman from PennsyI- prosperous factory, nnd I can sec absolutely no reason and no 

vnnia asked the question whether there had not been a large excuse for putting cotton bagging on the free list, except the 
number of undesirable persons brought in from the European desire that the cotton planter of the South may buy the. cove-ring 
countries to the United States to work in Amei:ican mills. We for his bale u. little cheaper ; and to accomplish that you are 
concede that there have been a large number of these undesir- willing to take away the manufacture from operatives in the 
able immigrants. Ilut I want to ask the gentleman whether Unitell States and transfer it to the underfed, undereuuca.ted, 
tllere was not a time when both this undesirable and the desir- underclothed, underpaid natives· of In<1ia.. That must be the 
able labor left the United States because it could not procure result; that must be the purpose of this clause of the bill. From 
work, ancl because conditions here were more appalling than a i)l'otective standpoint it is indefcnsiule, from a tariff-for-re-re­
those described in Europe by Mr. Gompers, and whether that nue standpoint. it is indefensible, from an American ,standpoint 
time was not under the late Democratic administration? it is indefensible. · Its only <lefense is a na.rrow sectional class 

Mr. ~I.ADD-EN. There never was a Democratic administrn.- advantage~ · 
tiou in power for any length of time that the emigration was I believe the policy is as shortsigllted as it is unfair. It is 
not about a-s much going from this counh·y the other way as shortsighted because if we once drive the manufacture out of 
was the immigration coming tllis way. [Applause on the Re- the United States, drive it to In<lia entirelY., extinguish it here, 
publican side.] then, of course, the Indian manufactmer will have ubsolutC> · 

Now, Mr. Gompers says that agricultural laborers in the control of the market, and it is not very probnblc that his prices 
eastern central part of En.gland receh·e compensation at the will be made with any special regard to the feelings of the 
rate of $2.88 per week; motor car drivers receive, after paying cotton planter ot the South; tlley wHI have a monopoly aml 
for tlleir gasoline, something like 2 shillings for 15 hours' work. will not fail to use it ; so I believe, even from your own interest, 
In J,ondon the union scale for men in the binding department it is not wise. 
in printing offices is 34 shillings for 54 hours; for c_utters, 30 But I suppose you have get to show that.the Democrn.tic Party 
shillings; for girl folder8r 1U shillings. In Berlin sadillers earn is in power. You ha-.e got to show your gratitude for th e votes 
from $6.50 to $7 per week. In Hungary the puy for skilled of the South ; you have got to cater tO that section and do some-
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thing to show that the South is in . the saddle and the Demo­
cratic Party is caring for its own, and so you are striking off 
cotton bagging from the protected list. I think I can show that 
there is no fair argument why we ought not to give the present 
rate of duty to this article. 

What are tlle facts? It was about 40 years ago that the 
manufacture of this article commenced in the United States. 
I think the first mill that started was the Ludlow :Manufactur­
ing Co., in my district. 

.Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for n 
question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that cotton bagging 

is controlled by a trust? 
Mr. GILLETT. It is not; I will come to that later. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that it is manu-

factured practica Uy by one concern? 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Where is it made? 
Mr. GILLETT. It is made in a half a dozen different places. 

I will come to that, and after I get through the gentleman can 
ask me more about it if he wishes. 

When we began 40 years ago all cotton bagging was imported 
and sold for 35 cents per yard. We at once cut the price to 18 
cents and have sold' it as low as 5 cents. Inasmuch as it only 
takes about G yards of bagging to co'\"er a bale of cotton, duty on 
that G yards would be between 3 and 4 cents. A bale of cot­
ton is worth $60 or $70. So that simply to save-even if the 
whole duty was adued to the price-simply to save 3 or 4 cents 
for the cotton planter on each bale, you arc going to strike down 
an industry that is scattered O'\"er the United States and has 
been established by a determined policy. 

Now, where is it that the imported bagging is made? Where 
is our main competition? It used to be in Dundee, Scotland, but 
by the tariff that was put on cotton bagging the American manu­
facturers were able to compete with Dundee, and we would be 
willing to compete with England, even with the present low duty, 
although all our machinery has to be imported from England, 
because there is none made in the United States, and ·we have to 
pay a 45 per cent duty on that machinery. Yet, with that imported 
machinery and with the tax that we pay on it, and with the 
duty on cotton bagging less than 10 per cent ad valorem, we are 
willing to compete with the manufacturers of England. 

But unfortunately the Scotland manufacturers, when they 
could not compete successfully with us, moved their machinery 
and their foremen and their business to Calcutta, and there, on 
the banks of the Hoogly River, where the jute grows and is 
brought right into their mills, they ·have the same machinery 
that we h:rre here, paying no duty on it, and instead of the 
labor that we have here they have Indian labor, for which they 
pay about 50 cents per week. 

Now, let me read from the United States Consular and Trade 
Report of 1D07, showing what the competition is that we have to 
meet, against what class of labor it is that you are unwilling to 
protect us by a duty of even 10 per cent. 

Let me read you from United States Consular and Trade 
Report No. 2897, Hl07: 

The wages paid to men in the mllls range from $2 to $3 per month, 
women from ~1.50 to $2, and boys and girls from $1 to $1.75. These 
people subsist principally on rice and vegetables made up in the form 
of curry, which is a peppery and sweetish mixture of rice and vegetables, 
with now and then chicken, duck, or goat meat. 

They all chew betel nut constnntly as a. stimulant. They eat two 
meals a dny as a rul e, one before l.Jeginning work and one after the day's 
work is done. The men and bohvs wear breechclouts, or dhootics, and the 
women and girls saris, whic consists of 40 yards of thin muslin 
wrapped in a peculiar way about the loins and shoulders. 

The people of a mill, or several mills if the mills are nearly located 
together, occupy a village, which is made up of huts made of mud, 
brlcks, and palm leaves woven into sheets and tacked onto bamboo 
poles. All are thatched with a long, tough grass used throughout 
India for covering buts and bungalows, and which makes a tight, cool, 
and durable roof. The floor is made of clay tamped down hard, which 
makes a very good floor. On this floor is spread in places matting made 
of bamboo grass. On this matting many of the natives throw down a 
cotton blanket, or possibly a thin mattress for beds. 

Some have a rude bed made of four posts 16 inches high, with cross­
head and sidepieces pinned together, and then crisscrossed with bed­
cords. There may be a few rude benches, but little or no furniture is 
to be seen in the huts. The natives eat on the floor, squatted around 
a pot or pan containing the food. The men and boys eat first and the 
women and girls afterwards, taking what is left. The mode of life is 
thoroughly primitive. No knives, spoons, or forks are used in eating, 
the fingers answering all purposes. 

Now, those are the persons that are manufacturing the cot­
ton bagging in competition with that made in the United 
States. · 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. GILLETT. Certainly. 
l\1r. COOPER. I remember rending in the consular report 

that same account, and it is said they begin to work at 6 o'clock 

in the morning, take one-half an hour for noon, and work 14 
hours a day, and that there was an attempt then being made 
to cut the day down to 12 hours ; and they were working for 
$2.50 and $3 a month, 14 hours a day, 

Ur. GILLETT. Yes. Herc, of course, in the United States-­
in Massachusetts at least-they are limite<l. to u5 hours of 
work a week. As the gentleman said, they work 14 hours a 
day and at wages about one-tenth of what we pay. 

:Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, does that report 
show what the unit of valne of each one of these men is? 

l\Ir. GILLETT. No; this report does not show that; but I 
rend an English report which ~id show it, and my recollection 
is that they thought the unit of work was about one-third. The 
gentleman. will recognize that this is about the simplest, the 
lowest form of work in mnnufacture, that there can be. It 
requires very slight intelligence and requires only manual dex­
terity. The operators of India, therefore, are better able to 
coml)ete with us in this than they would be in almost any other 
manufacture. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman be­
fore he gets through, and I would like to ha-rn him tell us, why 
it was that this combination that is commonly called the Bag­
ging Trust was trying to keep out goods that were comin~ in 
competition with it and had them classified here at the rate of 
45 per cent iustead of the ordinary rate on cotton bagging. 

l\ir. GILLETT. I do not know where the gentleman gets his 
facts. I presume he gets them from the same circular that 
wns sent to me. I dispute those facts. They say that this 
Bugging Trust has done so and so. Why, there is no trust at 
all, as I shall show later. 

Mr. RANDELL of 'l'exas. Is it not a fact that a decision was 
made that e•en though they did have it classified, and they did 
bring the goods in,· and they did claim they wanted to pay a 
higher rate than was necessary, yet they ha<l a right to pay an 
even higher rate, if they desired, if the . classification was cor­
rectly hi~her? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; it is not n fact. This is what I am told. 
They brought in some bagging which was not made of jute, but 
of certain grasses, and not being classified as jute they were 
classified under the general class where they ought to go. 

Mr. RAJ\'YJ)ELL of Texas. Did not the Bagging Trust haye 
to appeal this-

l\fr. GILLETT. There is no Bagging Trust. 
l\Ir. RANDELL of Texas. Well, the persons bringing that in, 

did tlley not have to appeal in order to get themselves assessed 
higher? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know anything about that, but I do 
not see what difference it makes. 

Mr. RA.1\'YJ)ELL of Texas. Then the gentleman did not read 
the circular. 

l\Ir. GILLETT. If the gentleman thinks this bagging made 
out of these grasses ought to be brought in at the same rate of 
duty as the jute bagging instead of 45 per cent, which is the 
unclassified rate, let his party say it shall come in at the same 
rate as jute, at 10 per cent. I have no objection to that; but 
that is not jute bagging. They try to bring it in as jute instea<l 
of grass, and so naturally those that were competing with it 
tried to make it pay the highest price they could. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BURLESON. Will the gentleman deny that that was a 

fabricated case-
1\fr. GILLETT. I do not know. 
Mr. BURLESON (continuing). And that those behind it 

were the American Manufacturing Co. and the Ludlow Manu­
facturing Co.? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know anything about it. Yes, I do; I 
deny it was the Ludlow Co. ; I know it was not. 

Mr. BURLESON. Docs not the gentleman know that there 
was a statement made before the Ways and Means Committee 
in the tariff hearings of 1909 showing that the sale of the output 
of bagging made in the United States was divided between the 
American Manufacturing Co. and the Ludlow Manufacturing 
Co. upon the basis of 82 per cent to the American Manufacturing 
Co. and 18 per cent to the Ludlow Co., and that that arrange­
ment had been in existence for years? 

Mr. GILLETT. A great deal of testimony may have been 
presented; I do not know whether it was or not; but I deny it 
was true, if it was. 

Mr. BURLESON. Upon what authority does the gentleman 
deny it? 

Mr. GILLETT. Upon the authority of the Ludlow Co. 
Mr. BURLESON. They were before the committee. Why 

did not they themselves deny it? Why should the gentleman 
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Mme now and deny something-that .the Ludlow Oo. did.not then 
deny? 

1\lr. GILLE'ir.T. I Clo not know whether they denied it or 
not, but--

Mr. BURLESON. I inyite the gentleman to .an inspection of 
the hearings before the Committee on Ways and 1\1ean-s and 
challenge him to lJOint out to this committee any testimony 
from the Ludlow .Manufacturing Co. wherein a denial was made 
±hat this agreement existed. . 

Mr. GILLETT. I did not even know they were before the 
committee, but I venture to say you will not find anything 
where they admitted it was true, because they told me it was 
not so. 

l\fr. BURLESON. No; of course they would not admit it, be-
cause it js a. Yiolation of the law. 

Mr. GILLETT. They aenied it, lIDdoubtedly. 
Mr. BURLESON. They failed to deny it. 
Mr. GILLETT. I read the testimony at the time, I remember, 

but I do not remember anything about it. Now that we are on 
that subject, I will say this : You talk about trusts anu have 
doubtless received circulars, as I have, from men who are en­
gaged in the business of importing this foreign bagging, and 
consequently arc interested to drive the American manufac­
turer, their rival, out of the business. I have received circulars, 
and they claim there is a trust. There is no evidence of it, and 
I have a statement from the president of my company, a man 
in whose integrity I -have absolute confidence, who tells me 
that there has not been, either directly or indirectly, any com­
bination of "the Ludlow Co. with any other manufacturers in 
the United Stntes. Why, you talk about a trust when ~O per 
cent of the cotton bagging that is used in the United States is 
imported now nnd has 'been for many years. The tariff is a 
little less thn:n 10 per cent ad -.alorem and has bee!l for years. 
Is that an exorbitant duty, is that an extravagant duty, to keep 
out foreign mnnufactnrcrs .and -particUlarly the manufacturers 
employing such labor ns thnt to which I have nlludcd? No; it 
seems to me tllnt fact in and of itself pro\es thnt the tariff is 
not high enough to uliow any monopoly in this country. I notice 
the Committee on Ways and Means states in their report thnt 
we gi\e free hinding twine to the western farmer., an.d therefore 
wlly should we not giTe free cotton baggin~ to the southern 
farmer. That argument and the imaginary trust arc the only 
excuses offered. You know that is not a fuir analogy. 

Wlleu binding twine was put on the free list there had not 
been any importations of binding twine for years. It was ap­
parent that the tariff was prohibitory, and it was put on the 
free list. Whnt was the result? Still there were no importa­
tions of binding twine. Apparently there was not any made 
that could com_pete with us, even without a duty, and from that 
day to within a very few years ago there was no competition 
on binding twine, and it could well afford to have that duty 
taken off. 

Recently there has been a little impGrtation, :md from whom? 
Has it come from countries like India, where labor is employed 
at 50 cents a week? Why, no. The only place that binding 
twine hai; been imported from in any amount was from the only 
nation that .I think we <lo not need to ha-re any protective tariff 
against-from Canada.. And it was produced there, I presume, 
simply because the agricultural-implement industry moved over 
there from the United States, nn<l in that connection they made 
binding twine and sometimes dumped their surplus into the 
United States. So I claim that that has no analogy at all. It 
differs from this in the fact that when that was put on there was 
no .i.lllPortion of binding twine, whereas now in cotton bagging 
there ls an annual importation of 2Q per cent of all that is used, 
and the only nation that e>er has made binding twine in com­
petition is a nation where- the standards of labor and liting are 
almost like those in the United States, and not, as in the case of 
cotton bagging, so low and inferior that no one will pretend 
that there can be equal competition between us. 

So, I say, I run assured by fhe president of this company that 
it lrns ne>er been in any combination~ that the price bus not 
been fixed between them, and that they have entirely different 
agents. It seems to be the policy of my friends on the other 
side, inasmuch as they are short of other arguments, to accuse 
tllis company of being a trust. I remember when l was in the 
law school I was told if I had not n.ny case, to pitch into the 
lawyer on the otheT side. And ju~t as in different eras of the 
wor1d, it has been the practice, if you wanted to hurt your 
enemy, to call him a Christian, or a Jew, or a witch, or heretic, 
so the demagogue to-day denounces eyery opponent as the 
friend of trusts and monopolies. I would like to see some evi­
dence thnt this is a h·ust. The president of this company, 
which manufactures, I think, about 20 _per cent of tbe cotton 
manufactured in the United States, a man interestea, of course, 

but in whose int€grity I have implicit confidence, assures me 
that there is no combination in prices or sales, an<l the fact 
that about ~O per cent of all that is used is imported from 
India is itself proof that there is no monopoly. How much 
must be imported to satisfy you that there is no monopoly? 
Apparently you want 100 per cent 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklaboma. Is the gentleman prepared to 
state what proportion or per cent of the cotton bagging used in 
the United States is prouuceu here, nncl what per cent is im­
ported? 

l\Ir. GILLETT. I say about 20 per cent is imported from 
India, and consequently 0 per cent of it is produced here. 
Some of it is produced in Lucllow; tllc:re is a large mill in Brook­
lyn, N. Y., and there are mills in 111auy other Slates. I sup­
pose that what originally started this talk -0f n trust was that a 
good many years .ago there was a11pnrentlr an attempt made to 
make a consolidation of all the bagging manufactories. 

Mr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman know that certain 
bagging mills in lhe South were bou~ht 'by the _\mericnn :Manu­
facturing Co., disrnantleu anu closed, and stockholdel's in tllese 
local concerns received as their purchase price stock of the 
A.merican Manufacturing Co., and has not that condition con­
tinued ever since? 

l\fr. GILLE'l'T. That is what I was going on to say. I 
understand there was an attempt years ago to make a large 
combination. A good many mills were bought out and they 
were formed under the title you mcntionecl, of the .American 
l\Ianufncturing Co., into one huge concern, nuCJ. thnt absorbed 
a number of mills. Some of them were dismantled and some 
kept on. nut they did not absorb all; they did not acquire a 
monopoly. 

l\Ir. BURLESON. I will admit that they did not absorb the 
Luc.1low concern. Bnt I want to know if-because all we want 
to know is the truth-the gentleman denies that the Ludlow 
concern manufactures more than 18 per cent of the .American 
}>roduct? 

~Ir. GILLETT. I deny the manufacture in any specific per 
cent; indeed, I do. 

::\fr. BUHLESON. You say you have no lmowledge of their 
1mderstnnding with the American l\fanufnctnriog Co., of Brook­
Ln1: Do you deny that through a series of years the Ludlow 
Co. manufactured nbout 18 per cent of the product that is sup­
vliccl of the ~American product and nm·eT more? 

Mr. GILLETT. The mill makes, I think, about 20 per cent. 
Probably the mill in Peru, Incl., is capable of making some cer­
tain per cent, and it is not always exactly the same per cent. 
There are at least these three different independent concerns 
that arc now manufacturing. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will .the gentleman say that the Peru 
concern is entirely independent of the American l\fanufactur­
ing Co.. ? 

Mr. GILLET!'. I think so. There is one other that is inde­
pendent, and I think it is this Peru one. But if the gentleman 
means to intimate that they prescribe a certain percentage to 
each concern, .I do deny it. 

Mr. BURLESON. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the emphatic statement made by a former employee of the 
American l\fanufncturing Co. before the Committee on Ways 
and Means, tariff hearings, in 1000. The gcntle111a11 can only 
have bis 1.nformation at second hand. 

Mr. GILLETT. I ba\e it at first hnnd from a gentleman who 
is in a position to know. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman must know that such testi­
mony is only hearsay. :JHr. Ludlow has not come here or before 
the committee to say so. 

Mr. GILLETT. There never was any Mr. Ludlow, so far us 
I know. 

Mr. BURLESON. Whoever the proprietor is, or the ~eneral 
manager, or some one having iirst-hnnd knowledge of the fact. 

l\Ir. GII.JLETT. Whether this former employee tlH1.t the gen­
tleman refers to is a man of jntegrity -or not I do not know. 
The gentleman appn.rently is depending upon the word of a 
former employee to lay n foundation for the clmrge of a trust, 
which is emphatically <lenicd by one man, at least, who <loes 
h.'"D.ow. .And, as I say, it is v.cry easy for the gentleman from 
Texas to cry "trust'' and to try to make out that there is a. 
wicked combination, in order to make unpopular the persons 
who are manufacturing the bngging which he wants to l>c able 
to buy cheaper. He wants it all imported. He wants it to be 
made in India, does he? · 

l\fr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman speak from hear­
say? Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman answer my question first? 
[Laughter.] 
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Mr. BURLESON. I want to see the southern producer who 
raises cotton relieved of the tribute exacted of him and which 
he has been paying for so m:rny yen.rs. 
. l\lr. GILLETT. What tribute? 

Mr. BURLESON. The tribute he pays to this Bagging Trust 
or combination. 

Mr. GIJ.,LETT. Three-fourths of a cent tariff? 
M:r. BUH.LgsoN. Now, untlcr tlie fabricated case and de­

cision of the customs appraisers, it is i1roposed to make it 45 per 
~nt · 

Mr. GILLETT. The gcntlem:m is mistaken . '.rhnt applies to 
grnf's, not to the jute bagging. 

Mr. BURLESON. It is sought to be made to apply to the 
bagging imported for use in the coming cotton crop. I would 
like to ask the gentleman how many people are employed in the 
Ludlow mill in making cotton bagging, not in making corc.l:ige 
and other products? 

Mr. GILLETT. About GOO. 
Now, apparently the only claim they cnn make is tlln.t thi8 

mnnufncture is controlled by a trust; nnd yet, ns I my, the 
most complete answer to that is that the tariff is now so 
low that 20 per cent is irnporte<l, so that tllere cau be no 
monopoly. .Apparently the gentleman wants to sec t he whole 
100 per cent importetl. If 20 per cent is not enough to make 
comvetition, to prevent n trust from haYing n monopoly, how 
mucll docs the gcntlemnn wnnt to sec importccl? If a t:niff or 
less than 10 per cent ngainst the coolie cm11loyees of India i f; 
too much, then I ngree thnt yon might a s wen have uothin:;. 
If you strike out this, it simply driYes tlle business, the m:mu­
facture, from the United States to Inc.lia ; and that, ap11nrently, 
is the intention of the Democrntic Pnrty. They upp:ueutly 
w-ant to drirn these employees in Ludlow antl in Brooklyn ancl 
in Indinnn into some other employment. 

Mr. AUSTIN. .Lind there arc :-tl so establishments in North 
Carolina and Georgia and Tennessee. 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes; in many other States, as tho gentle­
man says. .American mills will hnvo this machinery, which 
was imported, paying a high tluty, made useless and tnmeu 
into wortllless junk in order that the cotton planter may a ye 
about 3 cents on each bale of cotton that is worth $60 or ~70 a 
bale. 

l\Ir. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yie1t1? 
.Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 
::\fr. McGUIRE of Oklahomn. The gentleman said that n bale 

of cotton is worth from $G5 to $70 and the bagging worth only 
3 cents? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 
1\Ir. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. l\Iy recollection is that the 

recent value of n bale of cotton has been $80 or $90 a bale, 
whereas under the Democratic administration some years ago 
it was worth only $23 or $24 a lrnle. [.Lipplause on the Repub­
lican side.] 

i\fr. BURLESON. Does the gent1ernan from Oklahonm claim 
that :my tariff on cotton fixed under the Pnync-Aldrich bill is 
the cause of the present high price of cotton? 

l\fr. GILLETT. I should say it would be eyen a little more 
ritliculous now to try to snve 3 cents on a bale thnn it was when 
n bnle of cotton was worth only $20. 

U r . BURLES01 T . I would like to ask the gentleman· from 
Oklahoma again whether he thinks the present high 11rice of 
cotton is cnuse<l by the existing tariff lnw ·: 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklalloma. I mu makin~ no claim. I nm 
simply stating ,the facts as to what the conditions were under 
the Democrntic administration as compared with what the con­
ditions were under a Republican adrninish·ation. [Applause on 
tlw Republican side.] 

~fr. BURLESON. But answer. Is it caused by the tariff? 
l\Ir. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. There is no doubt but tlmt the 

high price was made possible l.>y the policy of the Republican 
Party when it was in power and that the depression referrecl 
to was caused by the policy of tlle Democratic Party when it 
wn$ in pow.er. [Applause 011 the Rcpul>Iicnn side.] 

~ rr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 
~Ir. GILLETT. I n.m sorry I can not let you llaYe a discus­

sion with the gentleman from Oklahomn. in my time. 
:\Ir. Sll\IS. Docs not the gentleman know that the price of 

cott on wns lower in 1898 than a.t any prior time? 
.1 rr. ESCH. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
'.rhe CHAIRl\I.AN. Does the gentleman yie1d to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin? 
l\fr. GILLETT. Yes. 
)fr. ESCH. Under the Wilson bill was the tariff on cotton 

Irngging taken off? 
Mr. GILLETT. It was. 

Mr. E SOH. And, if so, what effect had it upon the industry 
at that t ime? 

Mr. GILLETT. We had, as I remember, under the McKinley 
bill practically the whole market to om·sel>es, and when the 
tluty was taken off in the Wilson bill the importations imme­
diately leaped up from practicnl1y nothing to 16,000,000 yards 
the last year, and then the Dingley bill again put on this small 
tluty. 

.i: fr. ESCH. That was a much smaller duty than the former 
duty under tl10 McKinley ·bill? 

l\Ir. GILLETT. Oh, yes. 
lir. PAYNE. Right in thnt connection, l\fr. Pierce, who repre­

sented the district from St. Louis, came before the Dingley 
Ways and Means Committee. He was a manufacturer of cotton 
bagging, nnd he had been on a tour round the world for two or 
t hree ycnrs and hnd examined the conditions in e\ery mill in 
Egypt, nnd had also been to Dundee and examined tllc condi­
t ious there ; and wllen he got through Ile cx1Jlained the matter 
to the committee and stntecl the facts that he had a scertained, 
nncl suggested this \ery low duty. Some of the other nmnu­
facturers thought it was no t enough to put the business ngain 
on it s :feet. He s.iicl he wnntecl as low n duty us he coul<l get 
nncl still do the business or do a portion of it; and that is the 
r ea son thnt tllnt \ery low duty was made in the Dingley bill. 
I forget wllnt the former duty wnR under the McKinley bill. 

.:\fr. l! ITZGERALD. The duty on these articles was fixed 
in accordance with the Uepublican platform, was it not, in the 
Pnyne bill? 

i\Ir. GILLETT. I do not know whether it was or not. 
:i\Ir. FI'~ZGERALD. Tllat is the presumption-that the duties 

in the Payne bill were fixed in accordance with the Republican 
i1l:1 tform. 

. Ir. GILLET'.r. I think this wns a good deal less. This is 
the most extreme case you cou1t1 get. 

~.Ir . FITZGER LD. 'The tl1eory upon which the Pnync bill 
,...-as frn.meu was the tleclaration in the Republican platform 
thnt the duty ought to cover the difference in the cost of pro­
uuction here and al>roatl and afford a reasonable profit to the 
manufacturer. Now, was this duty fixed in accordance with 
the Repul>lican platform, or was the promise of the Republican 
platform repucliated in this case? 

Mr. GILLETT. Neither one. I do not suppose the gentle­
m:rn imagines that e•ery schedule in the bill is exactly and 
accurately matched to that platform. I think myself that this 
is too 1ow to give an adequate protection against the coolie 
ln.!Jor of Inclia. 

:\Ir. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman if he cn.n tell 
the wage8 that arc paid in the mills in his district which manu­
facture this cotton bag~ing. 

.i\Ir. GILLETT. As I remember the wages of the 600 men, 
women, nncl children who are engaged in this industry average 
nbout $11 a week. 

:;\fr. FITZGERALD. Ten dollars js the maximum wage paid 
in Brooklyn, except for machinists ; and what I wanted to 
know was whether, in the opinion of the gentleman, $10 a week 
iE> n. 1i\ing wage under a Republican tariff in any indush'y, 
whea the tnriff is fixed in accordance with the Republican 
platform. 

The CI:Li.IR1\1AN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
:\1r. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Massn.chu­

etts 10 minutes more. 
l\Ir. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, as I say, I think that this is 

too low to accord with that principle. It is one of the lowest 
clnties in the tariff, and that is one of the strong arguments 
ngainst its repeal. It is only about 10 per cent, or a little less, 
ncl valorem, and yet the gentlemen on that side say that 10 per 
cent is too high against this oriental labor. Now, if the gentle­
mnn had been here l>efore, he would have heard me s:ty that 
this is an exceedingly simple and easily learned kind of labor. 
It is abont the crudest labor that there is. Women and children 
nre employed in it. I agree that $10 a week is very low. 

Mr. FI'.rZGER.A.LD. Ten dollars is the wages paid to the 
men. The women and children get lower wages. 

Mr. GILLETT. No ; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The women get $6.15, and the children 

get yarious sums. 
Mr. GU.,LETT. I think the wages of the whole number aver­

age $10 a week. 
l\fr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no ; that ca.n not be, because outside 

of foremen, assistant foremen·, and machinists--
Mr. GILLETT. I included them in the average. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Machinists get $21 a week and a ssistant 

foremen $14.50. 
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Mr. GILLETT. They are a part of the employment. They 
bring up the average. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know; but you might include the com­
pensation of the officials of the corporations. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. When you are getting an aver­
age, you include both the high paid and the low paid. 

l\1r. FITZGERALD. The maximum salary or ·compensation 
paid a man is $10 a week. Can the gentleman state how many 
hours a day the employees in these mills work? 

:l\fr. GILLETT. They work 55 hours a week-that is the 
limit-whereas over there they work 15 hours a day. If the 
gentleman's com11laint is that these wages are too low, is that a 
reason for their doing away with the duty? Is that a reason for 
taking off the duty and sending the manufacture out of the 
country? 

~fr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman's inference is hardly 
correct. We will discuss that when we come to the profits 
that have been made by those engaged in the work. 

Mr. GILLETT. We can not tell what the profits are, for they 
ha>e other branches of manufacture. 

~Ir. FITZGERALD. I will put in the RECORD, if I cnn get it, 
the information which the Secretary of the Treasury has in 
hand under the corporation-tax act. 

1\fr. GILLETT. The gentleman can, of course, put in the 
RECORD what he pleases. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the Secretary does not wish to giv~ 
it to me, of course I can not put it in. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentleman not know 

that many of the employees in the constituent plants of the so­
called Cotton nag Trust are paid the miserable pittance of 60 
cents a day? 

l\lr. GILI..ETT. I do not know; it mny be so. It is the 
simplest and crudest and lowest form of labor that there is. 
It is obliged to compete with Indian labor, and doubtless the 
employers get the cheapest labor they can, and now you gentle­
men want to wiJJe away the tariff of 10 per cent under which 
they are just able to li>e. If the gentleman is correct, we em­
ploy the cheapest labor there is, and now the gentleman wants 
to wipe that off and drive it into some other employment. 

~Ir. SIMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, can the gentle­
man tell us what is the labor cost compared to the total cost of 
production? 

.l\!r. GILLETT. I can not tell the gentleman. Now, Mr. 
Chnirmnn, I claim that this stands as a very clear case of an 
inclnstry which has the lowest protection under which it can 
exist-less than 10 per cent ad valorem protection, one of th~ 
lowe t in the whole list. Its competitor is the cheap lnbor 
of India, labor to whose standard no one wants us to descend, 
but what the gentlemen on the other side of the ·House are 
trying to do apparently is to dri>e out this indush·y from the 
Unitetl States. They want us to wind up our factories and send 
the work to India. I hope it is not a fair specimen of the spirit 
which animates the Democratic Party. You want us to abandon 
the American manufacture, you want to throw out of work the 
American laborer, and you want it done in order that you may 
save the magnificent sum of 3 cents a bale on cotton. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GILLETT. I will. 
l\lr. BUCHANlL.~. Is it not a fact that under this splendid 

system of protection of the Republican a<lministration the 
employers now employ labor wherever they can get it cheapest; 
and is it not a fact that they are bringing about a million of 
foreign pauper laborers into this counh·y every year to compete 
with .American labor? 

Mr. GILLETT. That is not a very pertinent question to this 
matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think it is. The gentleman ~ said he 
wanted to protect the American workman against foreign com­
petition. 

Mr. GILLETT. Does the gentleman from Illinois want to 
keep out foreign labor; is that his argument? 

l\lr. BUCHANAN. I am not making any argument at all. 
Mr. GILLETT. That seemed to be the result of the gentle­

man·s question, and I want to find out what he is driving at. 
Mr. BUCHA.....~A.N. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 

answer the question I asked? 
Mr. GILLETT. I first want to find out what the gentleman 

from Illinois is driving at. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. If the foreign workman would come here 

of his own volition under a condition where he could exercise 
his freedom with the American workman, I would say let the 
forefguer come in, but I do object to the working people of this 

country being misled by the statement that they are protected 
by the taritf, when, in .fact, there is no protection against the 
foreign workingman at all; they have to compete with the for­
eign workman. 

l\.Ir. GILLETT. Of course they do, and the gentleman's argu­
ment would seem to be that they ought not to. But what we 
are using here in competition with the ridiculously cheap labor 
of India is the cheapest labor that can be procured in this 
country. 

It seems to me there is no tariff in our whole law which 
presents a stronger case than cotton bagging. The duty is low­
less thun 10 per cent. The foreign competition is not labor of 
the same class, but Orientals whose wages are only a tenth of 
ours and whose standards of living are as different. The pres­
ent tariff is not high enough to allow a monopoly, as is proved 
by the fact that there has been for years an increasing importa­
tion, amounting to 20 per cent of the consumption. It is now a 
re>cnue duty, arnl in abolishing it you are losing revenue. 

Yon Democrats ha>e the power, and for the sake of the cotton 
planters you may sh·ike down this American industry, turn 
so11!e thousands of American operatiYes out of work, and hand it 
oYer to the Inclinn coolies; but you are demonstrating your true 
attitude toward lnbor, are showing who your real masters are, 
anu are revealing the political principles which have so long 
kopt you from power and which will again turn you out of 
power. 

l.\Ir. D.l'i..LZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

l\Ir. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk's desk to 
have rend an editorial which appeared in the Washington Post 
on yesterday, a newspaper owned and controlled, as I under­
stand, by the Hon. John R. :McLean, one of the Democratic 
lenders a.nu also the proprietor of the Democratic organ of the 
State of Ohio-the Cincinnati Enquirer. 

.i\fr. SHACKLEFORD. 1\fr. Cl.mirman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman on what authority he says that 1\Ir. McLean is a 
Democratic leader? 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is a well-understood proposition in Ohio 
nrnl in the West. He cnme very near coming to the United 
States Senate as a representative of the gentleman's party from 
Ohio. 

.!Ur. RHACKLEFORD. How near did he come? 
1\Ir. CONNEL!.... Does the gentleman mean to say that be­

cause he may !Je n Democratic leader llis newspaper is neces· 
sarily a Democratic newspaper? 

l\fr. AUSTIN. In this ca~e tbe paper is Democratic and its 
owner a Democrat in good standing. 

l\Ir. CARTER. Will tlle gentleman yield? 
l\fr. AUSTIN. I would like to have my friends on the other 

sicle listen to this editorial first and then, if I have any time, 
I will be glnd to answer the gentleman's question. 

1\fr. CAR'l'ER. Oh, I have read the editorial. I would like to 
have some information from the gentleman. 

Tile CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
GIVE BUSINESS A CHAXCE ! 

If statesmen of high un<l low degree are anxious to do something tba.t 
will meet the approval of nn overwhelming majority of the American 
people nnd immensely promote. tlle general welfare, let them wind up 
politlcal agitation and give busmC'ss a chance. 

lly business we mean the man with the hoe and the mnn with the 
check book; the manager at the desk and the cnginc((r in the cab ; ~he 
butcher the baker, the candlestick maker; everylJody, in short, outside 
of the balls of le~lslntion. 

E1·ery man in t11e United States who is willing to work ought to have 
a clumcc to work. All would have thut chance if it were not for un­
necessary obstructions and threatened assaults upon business. 1\fost of 
the people are only too anxious to get busy and keep lmsy. Why can't 
tllcy have the chance? 

The earth is fruitful, the people are healthy, the machinery of pro­
duction and distribution is all in place. The United States at this 
moment should be the busiest, most prosperous, happiest country on the 
globe. But it is haltin~ and stumbling along, a gi~antic wcakllng, 
suffering from the infantile paralysis of too much politics. 

We do not believe for a moment that a majority of the people are in 
favor of the continual monkeying with the mechanism of industry. 
They are not demanding an overhauling of the country by political 
doctors and legislative tinkers. They arc attending to their own busi­
ness and they wish lawmakers would shut up shop and quit interfering 
with the business of breadwinning and home makmg. 

Big business is no more vitally affected than little business, except for 
the fact that more persons are concerned in big business than in little 
business. The same influence that halts a railroad system paralyzes 
merchants and builders and farmers a long the line, to say nothing of 
the mechanics and laborers directly employed by the railroad. 

Injury or interruption of one business injures and interrupts others. 
The delay in deciding the Standard Oil and Tobacco Trust cases by tho 
United States Supreme Court does no more harm to those concerns than 
it cloes to n.11 other business. The harm does not lie in fear of an ad­
verse decision. but in the delay. If the worst were known business 
would go ahead, but uncertainty paralyzes the will of business from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. No engagements can be made for future de-
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T'clopment or extensions. Everybody marks time-not because he is a 
Rtockholder in Standard Oil, but because his business is a thread in 
tbe compllcnted web of Americnn industry. . 

The Government cnn <lo nothing better for the people than to permit 
them to attend to their own affairs. 'l'he legislative branch can help 
by refraining from making or threatening to enact new and experi­
mental l:lws. The judicial branch can help by telling corporations where 
they stand. 

Gi'rn the plain, everyclay business man a chance ! 
[.Applause on the Republican Aide.] 
:\Ir. DALZELL. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yielcl 30 minutes to the 

gentlemnn from Missouri [l\lr. DYEn]. 
:i\lr. DYER. l\1r. Chairman, I have been immensely inter­

ested as well as greatly benefited by tlic very able discussion 
which has been carried on upon this question on botll sides of 
tllis Chamber, and I fear I can a.du little to what has already 
L>een said upon the important questions and items of which I 
w·ould Rpeak. I pl0ad in uefense of rising at all to speak upon 
the question the great interest the people of my district have 
in this bill. I represent, in the twelfth district of Missouri, 
oue of the most important districts in this country from the 
stnudpoint of the tariff and of protection. The dish·ict that I 
tepresent is the second wealthiest district in this country. It 
hn s engaged thousands of men in Yarious lines of pursuits, espe­
cially of manufacturing, anrl it is only to express to this House 
and to this country their ideas upon this bill that I rise at alJ. 

It has been said upon this floor that this proposed law is for 
the benefit of certain sections of the country and will be to the 
harm and deh·iment of other sections. While I believe that to 
be true, I do not charge that the majority have had such in 
Yiew in their proposal of this law. The only trouble that there 
is with the people of my district is not because they have not 
plenty of work to do, but their only complaint is that the cost 
of li>ing is too high. I voted for the reciprocity bill, believing 
that that would, in a large measure, reduce the cost of living; 
and I still believe that it will. I agree on that question with 
what the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [l\fr. HILL] 
said in his address, when discussing this matter. He said: 

I think I demonstrated beyond dispute, for no reply hns yet been mnde 
uy anybody to the proposition, that the higher cost of living which 
now obtains in this country was due to an enormously incrensed demand 
for food products and a proportionately decreased productive power on 
onr part, nnd that this great change, iluc largely to immigration and a 
transition from agriculture to manufacturing, had begun on the At­
lantic coast and was steadily moving westward, until now its influence 
"·ns effective and controlling in the Central West. 

I pointed out also that the transference of millions upon millions of 
the food-producing cln!;ses from the nations of Europe into the manu­
facturing industries of this country had mnde the tendency to n higher 
cost of living world-wide ; and I expressed my sincere l>elief that the 
coniinnatlon of high prices for food products was inevitable and that 
tho only possible effect of complete freedom of exchange of all natural 
prodncts between tho United States and Canada would be to tempo­
rarily rctnrd the rapid advances and to steady the fluctuations of the 
prices of the fast-diminishing export surplus of many of the food prod­
ucts of both countries, and that a considerable period of time would be 
necessary for a permanent readj•1stment of the present world-wide 
conditions of the cost of living. 

I believe, 1\fr. Ohairmun, that that is the only solution of the 
question of the high cost of living, that the production has not 
been equal to the clcmund, and it is only by opening up the 
agricultural markets of Canada, which I <lo not believe will 
hurt materially any section of this counh·y, as has been charged 
upon this floor, that we will get relief. 

In voting for reciprocity with Oannda. I did not vote for free 
trade with the world. Free trade and reciprocity are not twins, 
as llas been cllargecl upon this floor. Some one has stated here 
that tlley were twin sisters-reciprocity and this free-list bill. 
I clo uot believe, Ur. Chairman, that they are any relation at 
nll, not even fifty-first cousfnfl.. Protection and reciprocity have 
been the handiwork of the party that has developed this coun­
try's wonderful resources and made it a great country. 

It is these policies of the Republican Party whicll has made 
ancl protected American workingmen in the factories and the 
mills. There is more work to-clay for the laboring man in this 
country than there has ever been before. He is not crying for 
work to-day. He wants more to eat ancl for less money. I am 
witll him on that, and hope he gets it through this reciprocity 
with Canada. One tlling is certain, tlle relief must come 
through and by the Republican Party, as tlle Democrutic Party 
is not now and never has been equal to the occasion. Democ­
racy is good at tenring down, but not good at building. 

l\1r. Chairman, I could not, in tlle short time allotted to me, 
discuss the various items of this bill, but would speak especially 
of two industries, wllic.h thrive in my ilistrict, as examples of 
the unfairness of this bill : 

First, let me cnll your atteution to the second page of this 
bill and the articles it _puts on the free-trade basis, if it becomes 
a lnw, beginning with line 3 :md ending with line 10, and being 
in words as fo1lows: 

Bagg-ing for cotton, gunny cloth, and n.11 similar fabrics, materials, or 
co>erings suitable for cove1ing and balin1,; cotton, comuosed in whole or 
in part of jute, butts, hemp, fl~x, seg, ltussiun seg, New Zealand tow, 

Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or :my other materials or 
fibers suitnule for coverin~ cotton; and burlaps and bags or sacks com­
posed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other material suitable for 
bagging or sacking agricultural products. 

In the city of St. Louis we have hiindreds of men and women 
who are working in the manufacture of various kinds of bag­
ging. Should this bill become a law, this industry in my dis­
trict would be ruined and the mills closed. This business has 
been crippled nlrcndy by the present low tariff on the material 
from which bagging, ancl so forth, is manufactured. To show 
that the conditions in regard to this bagging business exists not 
only in my city but in other places, I call your attention to a 
statement that has been issued by the Carolina Bagging Co., at 
Ilenderson, N. 0., under date of April 24, and which is as fol­
lo_ws, in part : 

The " farmers' free-lis·t bill " just introduced in Congress proposes to 
admit jute into this country free. This product gro-ws in India and 
nowhere else. Conditions there require payment by jute manufacturers 
of an average of about uO cents per week to their laborers. This is 
very shocking, but it is taken from their government report for the 
year lDlO. 

The duty on cotton bagging, which is made of jute, is about 30 cents 
per roll. With this small amount of protection manufacturers of bag­
ging and other jute products have had n hard time to live for the last 
few years. Several factories have failed and gone out of business. 

But there are now seven bagpn~ factories in North Carolina, three 
in South Carolina, three in V1rgmia, and three in Georgia. Large 
amounts of capital are invested in these. Admitting jute into this 
country free of duty would ruin and close these factories, and throw 
all their labor out of employment. Our factory employs 200 operators, 
who receive from $4 to :))40 per week, on which they and their families 
live. The duty on our annual output of 100,000 rolls is about 30 cents 
per roll, or $30,000. Take this from our earnings and we could not go 
on ut all, and would close our factory. May Goel forbid such a result. 
We and our help all cry to Congress to forbid it. 

Take another view of It. A few years ago there was much talk of 
using cotton for cotton bagging. At the present prices of cotton of 
course the farmers can not afford that. 

But millions of yards of cotton bagging a.re used yearly for cement, 
grain, flour, beans, nnd other such purposes. If the duty on jute is re­
moved the grent and immediate inflow of the manufactured product 
would supply jute for all these and many other uses now supplied by 
cotton goods. We would thus, in return for the pitiful sum of about 
4 cents a bale duty now paid by the farmer on cotton bagging, have to 
be taxed in some other wny to supply that loss of revenue to the Gov­
ernment, lose our factories to their owners, our wages to the laborers, 
and sustain a considerable reduction ln the use and price of cotton. Thus 
the prophecy of Bret Harte will be fulfilled: " We are ruined by Chinese 
cheap labor." We pray that such a. calamity may be averted. 

That, l\fr. Chairman, is from North Carolina, where industries 
have grown up, such as these and others in the manufacturing 
line through the Southern States, by reason of this protecti\e 
tariff that the Republican Party has enacted. 

From the conditions prevailing in this industry in my own 
city, and the facts and figures that have come to me from them, 
I am satisfied that tho statement from the Oarolinu Bagging 
Co. is true, and I will not burden the RECORD with a. statement 
as to the figures and conditions that prevail in this industry in 
my own city, as it is substantially the same as that of the 
Oarolina Bagging Co., and of all the factories engaged in that 
business in this country, including the Brooklyn mills that turn 
out a great deal of the jute bagging for cotton bnling that is 
usecl in this country. Already about 20 per. cent of jute bagging 
is imported from Calcutta, and if you admit it free they will 
import all, and the ruinous results of free trade, as applied to 
this industry, will be seen in the extinguishing of the fires of 
the mills and the idleness of American laborers engaged in this 
work. 

I have a telegram here, Mr. Chairman, and a letter from 
H. & L. Chase Bag Co., of St. Louis, making substantially the 
sn.me complaint and objecting to the passage of this bill as that 
which I have read into the RECORD from the Carolina Bagging 
Co., of Henderson, N. C., and I ask leave to insert it in the 
RECORD. The letter is as follows : 

II. & L. CHASE Il.A.G Co., 
St. Louis, Mo., April 24, 1911. 

Ilon. L. c. DYER, 
House of Represcnta.tives, Washington, D. a. 

Sm : Learning that the Underwood b111 was likely to come up for dis­
cussion to-dny in your honornble body, and being vitally affected in the 
jute industry, we confirm our telegram sent you this morning reading 
as follows: 

" Before voting on cbango affecting jute goods, schedule J, please 
give opportunity for n committee reprei:;enting this industry to appear 
before the 'Vays and Means Committee." 

We trust that through your efforts we may at least ha;e chance to 
be heard. 

Yours, respectfully, H. &. L. Cll.A.SE IlAa Co. 

!rhere is another item in this bill that is vitally importnnt 
to the St. Louis district tllat I represent, and that is the one 
which refers to the boot ancl shoe indush·y. I call your atten­
tion to the seconcl page of said bill, beginning with line 17 and 
ending with line 24 of said pnge, as follows: 

Grain bull', split, rougb, and sole leather: band, bend, or belting 
leather;' boots and sllo~s made wholly or in chief •alue of le!lther made 
from cattle bides anll cattle skins of wbntenr weight, of cattle of tbe 
bovine species, including calfskins ; and harness, saddles, ancl sadtllery, 
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in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

I will not go into the details of this industry, as it has ably 
and minutely been discussed in this House in the last few days 
by several Members of this House, a:ud I ask you to carefully 
read and consider what they said upon this matter before you 
Yote to take the duty off of this class of goods. 

Just for a moment, to give you an idea of the importance of 
this industry as it applies only to my district, I will state that 
the boot and shoe manufacturers in that district, with .American 
la,bor, in the year rn10, made 26,300,000 pairs of shoes; that 
the cost of the manufacture of these shoes was $40,000,000; 
wages paid were $8,100,000; the average net profits were under 
5 per cent; a Yery small portion of these shoes were ship11ed to 
foreign countries, but practically all were sold in this country. 
The average wages paid to shoe cutters in the city of St. Louis 
were $16 a week. For the same class of work the shoe cutters 
in foreign countries receive about $7 a week. Reduce the tariff, 
if you will, on these goods, and the products necessary in the 
manufacture thereof, and you will cripple these industries, 
probably close some of the factories, and surely re<luce the price 
of wages paid to the American workmen. 

And not only, Mr. Chairman, does this industry affect this 
district in the importance I have called to your attention, but 
you all know there are men engaged in the sale of these shoes, 
retail and otherwise, throughout the various States of this 
country. It not only affects the shoe companies which are iu 
my district, but it also affects them in their relation with the 
States of Missouri and Illinois. Some of these shoe companies 
have factories in those States. 

It has been said to-day here on the floor of this House by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr . . LONGWORTH], and it has been re­
peatedly charged and .stated here, that there ne•er has been any 
claim of a trust or a combination in the shoe industry. Then 
why would you tear them down? Why woul<l. you eYen cripple 
them? And why would you take away from them this small 
pittance of protection that they now have? Do you want to 
reduce the prices they are now paying to the workmen engaged 
in this industry? Do you think $1G a week for shoe cutters is 
too much? Would you ha•e them rccehe the same as the for­
eign cutters in foreign lands now get, of about $7 a week? 
That is not the way to reduce the price of living .and the cost of 
living. 

It has been only a few years back, Mr. Chairman, when it 
was cheap. to live, if you only had the money to buy. I remem­
ber the time, not many years ago, when I was upon my father's 
farm in Missouri, when we could not get anything for the 
products that we raised. It was because of the tariff legislation 
that had been enacted by the Democratic Party, and because of 
the harmful effects on American industries. Idleness was in 
the cities, and there was no market for the goods, and you could 
then truly say that the cost of living was cheap. But they had 
nothing with which to buy the products. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, to free shoes, etc., that this bill 
would bring into this country free, there is a long list of mate­
rials that every shoe manufacturer must use, but which this 
committee has not included in this bill. This list includes many 
kinds of leather and tanning materials · used in producing 
leather, such as cloth for linings, canyas, threads, blackings, 
cement, nails, tacks, wire, and so forth, all of which are free to 
the manufacturers of England, however, and of some other 
countries. This gives the foreign manufacturers an unfair ad­
vantage. 

The reduction of the tariff on shoes to the present 10 per 
cent has reached the danger limit, and I sincerely hope that the 
intelligence and patriotism of this House will allow its best 
judgment to prevail in their refusal to pass this bill, and that 
it will forget, if such is possible here, political issues and 
political campaigns of the future and fix our minds and our 
attention upon that which is for the best interests of this whole 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the laws that are enacted 
should be laws that are best for the majority of the people and 
not for any particular portion of them or any particular section 
of them. 

There is another matter, Mr. Chairman, that I would call the 
attention of this House to, and that is a statement prepared by 
the New England Shoe and Leather Association at a meeting of 
their board of directors held on the 22d of April of this year. 
It is as follows : 

The proposal to put leather and boots and shoes on the free list seems 
to make it necessary to consider conditions as now existing in this 
industry. . · 

At the time of the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill a very thorough 
investigation of these conditions, both at home and abroad, was made. 
It will be remembered that certain manufacturers of shoes stated at 

that time that if hides and other necessary materials were made free no 
protection for shoes would be needed. 

This. statemel!t ~roused a very earnest discussion, and inqufries were 
ma~e m the pnnc~pal ·markets of Europe ; samples were obtained, ex­
ammed, and appraised ; labor c~sts were ascertained; and the decision 
seemed to be thor?ughly estabhsbe.d that certain grades of American 
shoes, value of which ~>as given chiefly b:y their style and finish, could 
successfully compete. w1til foreign productions. On other grades, where 
the American ideas m regard to style and fit were not as important, it 
was found that the shoes abroad were being sold at somewhat less than 
prices current in this. country, and that without a moderately protective 
tar~tr ma.nufncturers m this country would be subjected to unfair com­
petition, and tbe wages of lahor would necessarily be somewhat reduced. 

It was also found that the German tanners had made great progress 
in .tbe tannin"' and finishing of calfskins and upper leather, and that, 
owmg to the fower cost of labor, chemicals, and tanning materials "eD­
erally, upper leather was being p·roduced in foreign countries at less 
tilan tile cost in America. 

'l'he s~~e and leather industry has never claimed the protection of 
high tanfl: rates, and in accordance with its traditional policy it freelv 
consented to very important reductions in the rates on all classes of 
leather and shoes at the time of the enactment of the last tariff bill. 
';rhe rat~s established were intentionally made as low as possible without 
Jeopardizlng the manufacturing interests and tile wages of the em­
ployees. 

The dutii:;s as they now stand are so low as to be on practically a 
revenue basis. 

Since these rates were established. such changes as have occurred in 
the situation have been against rather than in favor of the domestic 
manufacturer. 

Modern m~ehinery and factory methons have been rapidly introduced, 
and ~}le foreign manu~a~turei· of shoes now stands more nearly on the 
Ame1 ican level of efficiency than ever before. Under these circum­
stances and in view of the added cost of tanning material in this coun­
t1·y on account of the tariff and the consequent higher cost of leather 
and in view of the fact that the sboe workers in the United States o\J: 
tain from two to . four times the wages paid in European countries, tl10 
proposal to make shoes and leather free must be considered as without 
reasonable cause or excuse. 

The shoe and leather industry asks no favors of Congress. They claim 
to have developed a much higher condition of comparative efficiency 
thau has been- established by other and kindred industries, and desire 
simply a fail' chance to continue their development under such condi­
tions as arn in every way to the advantage of the Ame1·ican consumei·. 
The prnducts of their tanneries and factories have established the stand­
ard for equality the world over, and have been distributed to the con­
sumers at prices at least as low as those current anywhere on earth 
The tariff on shoes has never cost the wearer of shoes in the United 
States one cent, and free trade in shoes will do nothing toward cheapen­
ing the footwear of the farmer or lessening by one cent his necessary 
expenses. 

Shoes made either at home or abroad must pay the producer a small 
margin of profit. The shoes produced in the United States under con­
ditions of the most intense competition do not pay the manufacturer an 
avera~e profit of more than about 4 per cent. The foreign manufac­
turer certainly would not work for less. 1.rhe lower cost of labor ma­
chinery, and materials alJrnad is only partially offset in this country by 
production on a larger scale and more efficient and systematic handling 
of the machinery and materials employed. The cost of the .finished 
product is to-day slightly less on most grades in Europe than in 
America, and in some styles, where handwork is largely employed, the 
margin m favor of Europe ls very wide. 

For the past 10 years Europe bas been constantly studying onr 
methods and adopting our machinery. To-day she i.s fully on an 
equality with us in the production of machinery, and is organizing her 
indust1·y to secure for her manufacturers the benefit of the larger pro­
duction and more syst0matic and efficient methods which we now en­
joy. At the present moment there are in the shoe factories of this coun­
try at least five reprcRcntatives of the largest shoe manufacturing com­
panies in Burope, sent here by their employers for the purpose of study 
and investigation of American methods. 

Under conditions as they exlst at the present time there can be no 
doubt that the advantage of European manufacturers will continue to 
increase for the present. anrl the result of the removal of the very 
slight protection now afforded would be to divide the market between 
the domestic and foreign manufacturers without result in material sav­
ing in cost to the consumer. 

I also have here, Mr. Chairman, a telegram and a letter from 
the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis, begging that this tariff be 
not disturbed. They say that foreign manufacturers have free 
material and nonroyalty machinery, and labor about half that 
paid in this country. The tariff on shoes is only 10 per cent, 
whereas on other wearing apparel it is much more. Why should 
shoes bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost of liv­
ing? Why not reduce the tariff upon sugar? They earnestly 
protest against the removal of duty on shoes under existing 
conditions. That is signed, Mr. Chairman, . by the Brown Shoe 
Co., the Carruthers-Jones Shoe Co., and 11 other big shoe manu­
facturers of the city of St. Louis, including the Hamilton-Brown 
Shoe Co., which company, I want to state here, has the contract 
for furnishing shoes to the Army, and it was not the company 
that was charged here upon the floor the other day, with head­
quarters in Boston, that has a monopoly upon it. The shoe 
companies of St. Louis have been having these contracts for 
years and have been supplying most of the shoes that have 
been worn by the soldiers, and it is because, Mr. Chairman, tlle 
shoe manufacturers of St. Louis produce the best shoes in the 
land. 

I ask leave to insert in the RECORD a telegram and letter from 
them upon this subject: 

ST. LOUIS, Mo., April 26, 1911. 
Hon. L. C. DYER, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
Foreign manufacturers have free material and nonroyalty machinery 

and labor at about one-half paid in this country. Can we compete under 
these conditions if shoes are free? The tariff on shoes is only 10 pei 

• 
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cent, whereas all other wearing apparel averages about GO per cent. 
Why should shoes bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost of 
living? We earnestly protest against the removal of duty on shoes 
under existing conditions. 

Brown Shoe Co., Carruthers-Jones Shoe Co., Geo. F. Ditt­
mann Boot & Shoe Co., Hamilton-Brown Shoe Co., John 
Meier Shoe Co., Roberts, Johnson, Rand Shoe Co., Bur­
row-Jones Dyer Shoe Co., Desnoyers Shoe Co., Fried­
man-Shelby Shoe Co., Johansen Bros. Shoe Co., Peters 
Shoe Co., Wertheimer-Swarts Shoe Co. 

Also the following letter from a shoe manufacturer of St. 
Louis: 

l\1Y . DEAn MR. D"rnR: Your night telegram, asking for data regarding 
slloe rndustry of St. Louis, received. 'Ve appreciate very much your 
interest and have sent you night telegram, reading as follows: 

"Answering your telegram, the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis mndc 
last year about 2G,300,000 pairs of shoes. Producing cost, $40,000,000 ; 
wages, $8,100,000; average net profits under 5 per cent. Very small 
portion shipped foreign countries. Shoe cutters have received average 
$1G weekly ; same work some foreign countries, $7 weekly. We believe 
free shoes would result in a large reduction in wages or closed fac­
tories." 

The figures given we~·e obtained from the publishers of the Shoe Trade 
Paper in St. Louis, and we believe they are approximately correct. 

The undersigned has visited representative shoe factories in Europe 
within the last year, when he investigated the question of foreign shoes 
being shipped to this country, and it is his judgment that free shoes 
would be a very serious matter to the shoe workers, as well as the shoe 
manufacturers, of this country. 

BnowN SHOE Co., 
J. H. ROBLEE, Vice President. 

Hon. L. C. DYER, 
llouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

St. Louis is in the State of Missouri, and Missouri is the 
greatest State in the Union, as my Democratic friends of this 
House have testified to by selecting for its Speaker our dis­
tinguished son and our first citizen, the Hon. CrrAMP CLARK. 
[Applause.] While I am not a prophet, and never had any 
experience in prophecy, I will say this, Mr. Chairman, which 
is a little away from my subject, that if the Democracy of 
this country wants the ablest and the best an<l the great­
est Democrat in the country for the White House they will 
nominate and try their best to elect him to that position. 
[Applause.] 

I have other letters and telegrams here, Mr. Chairman, from 
the shoe-manufacturing industries of St. Louis and from the 
district which I have the hon.or to represent here in this House. 
One of those letters, which I have read in part, has given to 
you the names of those men who are engaged in that industry, 
and they are interested, and all of the people of St. Louis are 
interested, in this subject. 

·we are not here, Mr. Chairman, pleading for capital espe­
cially, but we are here pleading for the interests of the work­
ingmen. One of the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis stated to 
me that last year he visited all the representative shoe factorici:; 
in Europe, where he investigated the question of foreign shoes 
that are · being shipped to this country, and it is his judg­
ment that free shoes would be a \ery serious matter to the 
shoe workers as well as to the shoe manufacturers of this 
country. 

A letter addressed to me from another large manufacturer in 
my district is as follows : 

Hon. L. C. DYER, 1\1. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

ST. LOUIS, 1\10., April 26, 191-1. 

DEAR Sm: You are going to be· asked to take off the present 10 per 
cent duty on shoes, and we trust that you will not do so. 

Our American workmen can compete with the English, the French, 
and tbe Germans, and, on an equal basis, they can beat tbem, but the 
difference in t.he cost of living over there and the cost of living here 
is so great that if we bad to meet European conditions it would mean 
disaster to the trade. 

The duty, before the last change, we think was 20 per cent, and they 
cut it down to 10 per cent, which is as little as it ought to be, when 
you consider the fact that wages in this country average about 100 per 
cent more than they do over on the other side. This difference in wages 
can not come out of the manufacturers' profits, because, with one or 
two exceptions, there is hardly a shoe house in the country to-day that 
is making more than a living. 

Conditions are exceedingly discouraging in the shoe-manufacturing 
trade and any further burden, such as is proposed by this increased 
reduction of tariff, would be the "straw to break the camel's back." 
To tlle shoe industry of your State this constitutes an exceedingly 
important item, and we hope you will give it your very earnest and 
careful consideration. 

DESNOYEilS SIIOE CO., 
Ily w. L. DESXOYERS, President. 

l\fr. Chairman, I would also, with your permission and with 
the permission of ·the House, call your attention to the follow· 
ing figures on imports and exports to show to you that there 
is already being imported into this country millions of dollars' 
worth of goods in the bagging and shoe industries: 

Imports ancl eJJpot·ts for 12 montTis ending December, 1910. 

(Compiled from the Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finance, Decem­
ber, 1910.) 

Imports. 

Manufactures of-

Exports of 
domestic 
merchan­

dise. 

Baggin~, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for 
covering cotton ... ·-··---··-··-····-··-··-····--·-·-- S3,383,ln ·-·-········ 

Burlaps or plain woven fabrics of single jute yarn ...... 21,329,239 --···-·----· 
Hides and skins, other than fur skins, raw or uncured. 86, 107, 728 
Leather and tanned skins and manu!actures thereof_ . . 16, 558, 059 -i.5.3; 5ii; 7<ii 

As to the number of establishments and number of wage earn­
ers engaged in tbe boot and shoe industry in my district and of 
the value of their products, I will read a statement of the prelim· 
inary totals of moo, compared with 1904, showing also the prog· 
ress that this industry has been making in St. Louis, as prepared 
from the records of the Bureau of United States Census, to wit: 

Prelimina»y totals for 1909, compared icith 1904. 

Boots and shoes ....... __ . __ .. ___ ... ____ .. 

Boot and shoe uppers, cut stock, and find-
ings._ -··--·-··-···-·· -- ··--·· ·---··· ---

Leather, tanned, curried, and finished .. __ 

Number Average 
Census. oflisi:sbta-b- number 

of wage 
men ts. earners. 

---
1909 28 11,081 
1904 18 9,234 

5 1909 1,057 
1004 4 97 
1909 9 220 
1904 7 211 

Value of 
products. 

SZT, 779,000 
19, 101, 000 

6,192, ()()() 
561, ()()() 

2,035, ()()() 
1,107, ()()() 

I nlso invite your attention to some figures from the Bureat 
of the Census as to number of manufacturing establishments, men 
emvloyed therein, and so forth, in city of St. Louis, to wit: 

Census oJ manufactures, city oj St. Louis, Mo. Preliminary totaJs. 
(Comparative summary, 18!)(), 1D04, and 1!)0!).) 

Number of establishments.----·--··------· __ ··--------·--· .. ···--------·---··· .......•... ·-·- .... ·- __ . 

8~ri~~1 m.ateria1s· use2C .-: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : :: :: : : :: : : : :: : : : : : : : 
~~~~~ii!:~o~:'~~nses:::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : :: : : :::::: :: : : : : : :: : : : 
~:~~: ~~~~ddb~~ruiuraciiir0 ·c"ilrociiic"t5; ·10SS-e<>si o"r"IliaferiaiS):::::: :::::::: :::: ::: : :::::::::: :: : : : :: :: 
Employees: 

Number of salaried officials and clerks._. ___ .-·_._. __ . ___ ·-_.-···········-············ •••..••••.... 
Average number of wage earners employed during the year .•......•••••.•.••.••••••••••..••••••••• 

1 Decrease. 

1909 

2,667 
$268, 491, ()()() 
$187,599,000 
$68, 105, ()()() 

40,821,000 
$327' 676, ()()() 
S140, 077, 000 

15,349 
87,097 

Census. 

190-l 

2,482 
265, 937' ()()() 

$137, 740, ()()() 
$56, 117,000 
$37 I 1831 ()()() 

$267, 307' ()()() 
$129, 567, ()()() 

11,381 
82,698 

Per cent of increase. 

1904 to 1899 to 1899 to 
1909 1904 1909 1899 

2,646 7 16 1 
$150, 526, ()()() 1 77 78 
$101, 838, ()()() 36 35 84 
$39, 224, ()()() 21 43 74 
$27, 404, ()()() 10 36 49 

Sl93, 733, 000 23 38 69 
$91, 895, ()()() 8 41 52 

8,867 35 28 73 
64,832 5 28 34 

St. Louis, as the above figures show, has become the great I figures in support of the protective duty now upon these articles, 
manufacturing city it has through the Republican policy of pro· as against the free-trade theories and doctrines that you gcn­
tection. Free tr,!lde will retard its prog-1·ess and ruin many of tlemen have been advocating for many years, but which I. hope 
its industries. I you will never be able to again write into laws in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say to this Democratic B;ouse and its The country remembers well the last Democratic tariff law. 
leaders that what I have presented here have been· facts and Some one has aptly Sa.id that in its workings the law was a 
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"nightmare of calamity for wage earners and business men." 
It has been intimated upon this floor during this debate thnt the 

·Democratic majority is engaged in the ripping up of the pro­
tective tariff, an<l the dealing with the subject in such a wny as 
to promote the chances of the party to carry the country next 
year. Wllile I do not charge y"our party with that in this House 
I trust you will let me call your attention to the year 1893'. 
Then you were about to take charge of all branches of the Gov­
ernment. You had convinced the people of that day that your 
principles of free trade and tariff for revenue only were for 
their best interests. Your lease of power was, however, brief, 
for the people soon revoked the power which they had given to 
you. Your theories and the putti~ of some of them into law 
caused a halting in business enterprises and the loss of confi­
dence, and at the first opportunity the people turned again to the 
Republican Party, that party which has protected American wages 
and American industries,- and wll.ich has made this country 
great in agriculture, grcnt in manufacturing, an<l great in min­
ing. You gentlemen of tlie majority in this House may by 
your votes here establish free trade upon the various items 
mentioned in tll.is bill, so fnr as you have the power to do so, 
but remember that you nre attacking a policy which the great 
American people hn ve runny times fa ·voreu, and which has 
brought them happiness, prosperity, and contentment. [Ap­
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CBAIRl\1.AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
:Mr. HARRISON of New York. :Mr. Chairman, I yielcl one 

hour to the gentleman from Indiana [Ur. Cox]. 
The CHAIIll\1.A.N. The gentleman from Indiana [:Mr. Cox] 

is recognized for one hour. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I feel sure thnt after 

the members of this committee remain in this Hall another hour 
if any of them do, they neecl have no fear that they may not IJ~ 
able to get insurance on their lives hereafter. [Laughter.] 

The su!Jjcct of taxation is an interesting one from many 
viewpoints. ·'l'hcre nre two well-defined schools in this country 
in regard to the use of the taxing power of the Government, 
one believing that a tax should be laid upon imports for the sole 
purpose of raising revenue to support the Government nn<l 
th.at it should be laid as lightly as possible upon the in·imc 
necessities of life, to the end that the burdeus of labor may 1.Je 
lightened, the other believing that taxes should be levied for 
the purpose of protecting American industries without regarcl 
to raising revenue or the articles upon which it should be levied. 
Certain classes of people may differ as to what constitutes 
prime necessities of life, but the people at large no longer differ 
ns to what constitutes these things. They have learned by the 
school of experience that those things are necessaries that en­
able them to live and pursue their daily toil. Among them 
may be mentioned food, raiment, and shelter. 

While it is iml)ossible in this day of " greed and graft " to 
equitably acl.jnst these differences, but ns far as possible I 
deem it our duty to attempt it. I recognize that almost all 
legislation here must of necessity be a compromise, eitllcr in 
the committee framing it or in Congress passing it. This must 
be so in the very nature of things, where nearly 400 men, rep­
resenting nll walks and stations in life-from the farm, fac­
tory, bunk, and courthouse--come men not only from continental 
United States but our Territories and foreign possessions in 
both the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, all having an equal v~ice 
in shaping legislation. In 1!)08 the Republican Party swept 
the country by nn unprecedented majority in both the electoral 
college and popular vote. It gained its victory by a solemn 
promise to revise the tariff and to re-vise it downward. 

In March, 1909, it undertook the redemption of its promise, 
and on August G of that year concluded its labor by bringing 
forth a measure worse than the " tariff of abomil).a tions " 
passed by the forefathers of the Republican Party in 1828: 
and as the people in righteous incl.ignation rose up then and 
rebuked the party for imposing burdens upon them greater than 
they could bear, the people last fall rose in the power of their 
might ancl witll their ballots smote the giant interests of the 
country "hil) and thigh," with the result that to-clay there arc 
hnrilly nongh ~!embers on the Republican side of the Cl.lamber 
to be pallbearers to tl!e funeral of the "In.me-duck" brigade 
who quit mnl~ing tariff laws on the 4th of last :March. 

I recogniz~ tlrnt no party can accept power without accept­
ing responsibility, ancl the Democratic Party now gluclly ac­
cepts the rec:po11sibility, so far ns this branch of Congress is 
coucerne<1. After legislation leaves here the responsibility is 
yourEI, not ours. We propose to give the people some relief 
aml if you block it, either at the other end of this Capitol o; 
at tlle w0stern encl of the AYeune, the responsibility is yours. 
The Cnnndian tracle ngrecment. initiated by a Republican Presi­
(Jent and negotiated by a Republican Sccrctacy of State, pussE:d 

tllis House the other day with 28D votes for and 67 votes 
ngainst it. l\fost of tlle votes against it wero cn!'t by tlle old 
Napoleonic "stand-pat guard," men who see no good in any­
thin~ that tends to 1·educe the cost of living or that lightens 
tlle burden of labor, men who woul<l npr>ly the rule of exclusion 
excluding from our markets any foreign manufactured good~ 
whicll by nny vrocess coulll be manufncture<l in this country, 
regardless of the efrect it may have on the willions of con­
sumers of manufactured goods, were it not for the revenue in­
volvccl, and men who no doubt ba\e aicled in enactinrr tariff 
laws in the past the rates of cluty of which have been ~o high 
as to become prohlbitory in their effect. 

The opponents of that mcnsure <lirected the bulk of their 
argument against placing wheat on the free list; hoisting the 
signal of despair, predicting dire ruin to all our fn.rruers should 
the agreement be enacted into law, the moment they come in 
competition with the wheat fields of Canacla. If it 1.Jrings 
ruination to our farmers, then it is rnclicnlly wrong. If it docs 
not affect them, then out of your own mouths you will istn.nd 
coudcmnecl. Let us sec. There lms !Jeen a rnte of dnty of 
some kincl almost for half a century on whcnt, the rnte nuy­
ing from 25 to 50 cents per bushel. Hns this rate of duty had 
nnythlng to do with keeping up the price of ";heat in this 
country? If so, wlly lrns its price fluctuated up and down? 
Within the memory of all here the price of wllent has rnno-ed 
from 75 cents to $1.50 per bushel. Does anyone believe fo~ a 
moment that a rate of duty on wheat cnn keep tllc price of it up 
in this country while we continue to rn!se more than 100,000,000 
hnsllels per year than we consume, ancl which must find a mar­
ket nbroad? 

\Yhat has kept up the price of wllcat? Has it been the rate 
of duty of 2ri cents per bushel upon it, or has it been the demand 
mnclc upon us for our whent surplus? If it has been the dc-­
nrnnd, I c:;ire not "·hether it be a home or a foreign dcmn.ncl, the 
principle is the En.me. If the price of wheat is kept up by the 
demand for it, then the argument against the trade agreement 
proposjng to tnke Urn duty off of whent falls to the gromHl of 
is own weight nnd needs no answer. To the man who answers 
that tlle pri~e of wheat has been kept up by n rate of dut y, I 
then ask l.11m the question, Why has this price fluctuated? 
Why has the price not hecn stnblc in this countr ·, one ancl the 
same price cYcry clay in the year Eince the duty -was pbced 
upon it. [App1ausc on tlle Democratic si<lc.J There has IJeon 
no vnrintion in the rate of cluty; it has lJecn one nnd the same 
rate since its ndoption. In the last analysis, the opponents o~ 
the Cannclinn trac1c agreement are driven to the admission 
that the price of wheat has been kept up in tlli s country, not 
by reason of a rate of duty upon it, but by n demand for the 
commodity. In other words. its price has been kept np by the 
inevitable law of supply ancl clemancl. 

Suppose all these years that we lrnve hnd a duty on wll.eat 
~e would have had an embargo cluty ngninst its exportntion ; 
if our farmers had gone on raising a hundred million surplus 
each year more than we consumed, does anyone believe u tn riff 
on wheat at the rate of $25 per bushel under these conclitions 
could or would ha-ve kept up its price in this comitry? 
[.Applause on the Democratic side.] Every sane man an­
swers this question " No." Then every 110ncst man whose 
desire is to enlighten the people should admit thnt n tar­
iff on wheat in this country nd<ls nothing to the selling price 
as long as we continue to be lleavy exporters of it. While we 
hnvc been raising nnil exporting wheat for <lccn<les in tlle uast 
wllerc has the surplus of both nations gone duri11rr these years? 
Canaclu's surplus has not come to this country nor has ours gone 
to Canada, but the surplus of both countries has gone to the 
empty granaries of the world. It hns gone to the countries 
paying the most for it. If this agreement becomes a lnw, wip. 
our farmers quit raising wheat? Cnnndn can not fincl n market 
for her surplus wheat in this country unless our fnrmers, con­
trary to all their past splendid history, yield up the battle nnd 
retire from the field in dishonor, something I aru sure they will 
not do. If placed on an cqunl footing with the Cnnndian fnrmer 
in getting cheaper farming implements, I entertain no doubt but 
whnt tile American farmer can nnd will compete with his Cana· 
dian b-rother in raising and selling wheat in any of the world's 
markets. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gcntlemn1 yield? 
Mr. COX of Inclinnn. I will yield for n q11r~;ti ;) J!. 
:Mr. DA VIS of Minnesota. The gcnn enmn ::~:erts that tho 

surplus fixes the price of when.t. 
I\Ir. COX of Indiana. Ob, the gentleman docs not got the 

force of my statement. I said the <lcmancl fixed tho price of 
wheat. 

Mr. DAVIS of :Minnesota. Well, will the gentleman answer 
this question: If Canada raises the same quality of wheat that 
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we do-that the Northwestern States raise, No. 1 hard wheat­
and the surplus goes into the emptY granaries of . the world 
and the demand fixed the price, why is it that for the last 10 
or 20 years there has been a difference in the price in the 
United States and across the border for the same grade of 
wheat; why has it been higher in this country than in Canada? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman's question answers 
itself. If he means by this question that the price of wheat 
during tllis period of time has been higher in this country 
than in Canada, then he need have no fear whatever about 
Canadian wheat being shipped into this country and driving its 
price clown. On the other hand, if he means that the price 
during this period of time has been higher in Canada than in 
the United States, this condition may be due to local conditions; 
it may be due to transportation. Local demands may enter 
into the question. I have seen in my own county, on the same 
line of railroad, in towns not more than 15 miles apart, the 
price of wheat vary on the same clay from 2 to 5 cents per 
bushel. This is due entirely to local conditions. 

Mr. DA VIS of Minnesota. But the Canadian methods of ex­
ports are better than those from Minneapolis, with cheaper 
freight rates. 

l\ir. COX of Indiana. That mny be due entirely to local 
couditions. Does the gentleman believe that the farmers of 
Minnesota will stop raising wlleat if tlle Canadian trade agree-
ment will become a law? · 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; but they will have to sell it 
at the Canadian price. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Oh, yes; your howl about the farmers 
of the country and the destruction of the price of · wllep.t is 
nothing but the wail of the old standpattet', who sees the 
mountain of protection giving way under ceaseless and con­
stant hammering on the part of the people. [Applause on the 
Dernocra tic side.] 

Mr. DA VIS of Minnesota. I assure the gentleman that does 
not ar)ply to me, because I am not a standpatter. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. You see plainly the handwriting on 
the wall ; you see the strong citadel of protection yielding and 
gi>ing way. · I am glad to see you repent of your sins once in 
awhile. "While the lamp holds out to burn tlte vilest sinnee 
may return." The latest convert we ha.Ye on the proposition 
of a downward revision of the tariff is none other than Presi­
dent Taft himself. [Applause on the Democratic side.] At 
last he ha!" come over to our way of thinking, and if he and 
some more of his brethren on that side of the Cl.lamber will 
come over with a contrite heart we will welcome them to our 
fold. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have said about wheat applies with 
equal force to cattle and sheep, hogs and horses. For more 
than a quarter of a century we haye had n duty from $~ to 
$10 per head on cattle, and on hogs and sheep $1.50 per head, 
and (luring this same period of time we have obsened the price 
of these fluctuate up and down. Tlle price of hogs prior to 
the pnnic of 1907 ranged from 7 to 8 cents per pound; imme­
diately following the panic the price of hogs dropped to 4 
cents per pound, and last year (lDlO) we saw the price soar to 
10 cents per pound, with the same rate of tariff on hogs during 
this same period of time. If the rate of duty upon hogs had 
anything to do with bringing the price of hogs up to 10 cents 
per pound, the same rate of duty certainly brought it down to 
4 cents per pound. It is a poor rule that w1ll not work both 
~rnys. The price of wheat commodities, like the price of 
wheat, is governed by the immutnble law of supply and de­
mnnd. When the demand is strong and the supply limited, the 
price goes up; when the demand is limited and the supply is 
strong, the price goes down, tariff or no tariff, duty or no duty. 
It seems to rue, Mr. Chairman, that cotton grown in this coun­
try without any tariff upon it is a complete answer to those 
who oppose the Canadian trade agreement for fear it would 
driYe the price of wheat down in this country. The reports of 
the Secretary of Agriculture say we raised last year 601,767,000 
bushels of wheat valued at $625,000,000, and every bushel of 
tllis wheat was protected by a rate of duty of 25 cents per 
bushel ; and he reports during this same year we raised in this 
country $900,000,000 worth of cotton, and not a pound of 
cotton was protected by any rate of duty or any tariff whaternr, 
and for the preceding five years we raised upon an ayerage of 
$GSfi,OOO,OOO worth of cotton, a total in value in these six yen.rs 
of $4,325,000,000, representing more than four and one-half 
times the total capitalization of all the national banks in the 
country, and nearly one-third of the value of · the 250,000 miles 
of steam railroads in the country, with cotton all these years 
upon the free list. 

The vlanter of the South in these shor t years, though unpro­
tected by way of duty upon his cotton, was meeting and com-

peting with millions of Hindus of India engaged in ralSlng 
cotton on land ·where the fertility of the soil is unsurpassed in 
the world and where pauper labor subsists on a very small rate 
of wages. Nor is this all; he was competing with Chinese 
coolie labor, millions strong, where our friends on that side of 
the Chamber are wont to tell us that labor subsists on rats 
and mice. Nor is this all; he was competing with the fcllahs 
of Egypt tilling the valley of the Nile, famed for its cotton 
and biblical lore, where pauper labor in all of its ghost-like 
specter stalks abroad in the land. This commodity, unpro­
tected a~ it is, has brought into the country in the past six 
years more than $2,000,000,000 worth of foreign gold, and 
every pound of it, the m.:>ment it found a foreign market, had 
to and did meet in open cvrnpetition cotton raised by the truly 
pauper labor of the world. You may ask me how he was able 
to do it. The question is easily answered. The price of cot­
ton, like the price of wheat and corn, barley and oats, is 
governed by the ever-unchanging law of supply and demand. 
The price of cotton during the same years, though having no 
rate of duty upon it, like the price of wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other commodities having a rate of duty upon them, has 
continued to fluctuate in price exactly as the price of these 
other commodities has fluctuated. Last year the combined 
value of the farmers' products reached the appalling and 
startling figHrcs of $8,D2G,OOO,OOO, a sum representing one­
fiftcenth of the total wealth of the United States; and this 
vast sum of money was made upon the great staple commodities 
upon which a rate of duty existed, except cotton. 

The farmer has been prosperous no more than he desenes. 
His prosperity has come to him by dint of his own energy, 
economy, anc.1 thrift, aidecl by God Almighty's rain and sun­
shine, together with a heavy demand for his commodities. He 
bas accomplislled this in spite of conditions surrounding llim, 
being compe1led to pay exorbitant prices for the things he 
bought from the manufacturers. 

Did you ever hear of a multimillionaire farmer in your life? 
I neYer heard of but one; he wns from i\Iissouri and died last 
year. [.Applause.] For over 40 years the farmer has been the 
toadstool beneath tlle harrow of protection, and from his back 
and tbe backs of the toiling millions of laboring men and women 
in this country the high priests of protection ha Ye harrowed 
their millions, until to-clay our country from ocean to ocean 
is filled by multimillionuiref-1, able to pny $50,000 for a Gutten­
berg Bible, not for the purpose of learning the commandment, 
"'l'hou shalt not steal," but for tile purpose of having an ancient 
relic in his library. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Another can pay $250,000 for the world-famed Hope dia­
mond, others can buy flying machines to sail in the air, and 
others yachts to ride upon the sea. I can not believe that this 
profes!':ed friendship for the farmer is sincere by men who 
opposed the Canadian trade agreement, or who oppose the free­
list bill now under consideration. The wail of these men re­
minds ' me of the old, old song I used to hear, "Hark, from the 
torub the doleful sound, mine ears attend the cry." It is the 
wail of the old standpatter, who plainly sees the handwriting 
on tlle wall against protection, needing no Daniel to interpret it, 
with countless thousands of people in this country daily crying, 
" Down with protection and up with the equality of right." 
[Apvlause on the Democratic side.] You see the ramparts of 
protection being stormed by a determined host of men and 
women, who do not propose to capitulate for terms, but who 
propose to pursue the fight until equality of taxation is restored 
in this country. 

You see its outposts giving way, its picket lines driven in 
under the splendid leadership of the Hon. OsaAR W. UNDER­
wooo, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, which 
reports this bil1, and who, like a patriot, stands undaunted and 
unmoYed by the threats of the great Steel Trust, that was 
strong and powerful enough to bring a man once President of 
the linited States, and who later braved the lion in its lilir 
a.midst the jungles of Africa, to his knees and compelled him 
to allow it to buy out its only competitor, the Tennessee Coal 
& Iron Co., when everybocly knew this to be a violation of law. 
This man has been threatened by this same monster. It should 
be the duty not only of Congress but of the people to uphold 
his hand and support him without regard to party affiliation 
in a revision of the tariff outlined by him. I must confess, Mr. 
Chairman, that six months ago I was very much in doubt about 
the wisdom of revising the tariff, a schedule at a time, but I am 
thoroughly convinced that this is the only safe and sane way 
to revise it. It is the only way a revision can be brought 
about in the interest of the people, and I believe that the real 
downright consternation on the other side of the aisle is due 
to the cry of the special interests that must soon capitulate 
and let the people come into their own. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 
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This leads me to a discussion of_ House bill 4413, known as the poration, was conceived and brought forth by thn_t astute nntl 

free-list bill. I voted for the Canadian reciprocity, because I able financier, Mr. Morgan, of New York. It is capitnlizC'.1 for 
believed it was right in principle. I intend to vote for this bill $12-0,000,000. The market value of this stock is only $20,000,000, 
because I believe this is right. I am not going to vote for this representing $100,000,000 of watered stock. [Avp1nusc 011 the 
bill upon the principle that it is a compensatory measure de- Democratic side.] . 
signed to compensate the farmers for any loss that they may This concern controls 70 per cen.t of the output of farmi:i~~ im­
sustain by means of the Canadian trade agreement being plements in the country, elements of monopoly lnrgc. [Appl;: use 
enacted into law, because I do not think they have or will on the Democratic side.] What is the result of these foar 
sustain any loss. Therefore I am going to vote for it because trusts engaged in a complete monopoly in the manufacture. t~t1e, 
I believe it is right in principle. The Republican Party put and distribution of agricultural implements of all kind:::r: . :..: eir 
forward its heaviest gun, Mr. 1\1.A.NN, of Illinois, to assail the total capitalization is $175,586,000, and. in that cnpitn1izntio11 there 
free-list bill. For two hours he discussed the question, not is $135,486,000 of watered stock of no T'aluc wha tcn~r, len:\'i :1 g tlrn 
with a T'iew of meeting the facts in the case, but with the true value of the stock of these foUT concerns only $40,000.<100; 
hope that he might laugh the ca.se out of court. Let us see yet gentlemen on the Republican side of the Chnmber C].liihble 
what we propose to do in this bill. We propose to put ''.plows, about the language contained in the bill. Their fear doe!> not 
tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agricul- consist of the bare fact that the language contained in tlle · IJill 
tural dril1s and planters, mowers, hor.serakes, cultivators, is not explicit, but it consists in the fact that they arc n frnid 
threshing machines and cotton gins, farm wagons, and farm that it might be broad enough to admit free of duty some d the 
carts on the free list." things cove-red by some or all of these trustR. At the tirne of 

Is there any controversy about the language in the !Jill down the formation of tlle American Harvester Trust it issued. n ::-tntc­
to this point? The language contained in it so fur is so vlain. ment as follows : 
"that a fool, though a wayfaring man, need not err as to its The comp!lllY is capitalized on an cx~cptionully con~et·-vativc bm;i.• ; of 

· " Th · · t f th bill d. f its assets ~80,000,000 arc in cash working capital. Thn compnn;;• will rnealllllg. e rcmalillilg par o e , rea mg as allows, require no finnncin.i;, ancl there will bo no offer of its stoclc to tlw pnb-
"And n.11 other agricultural implements of every kind and de- lie, all the cash required ha-ving been provided by its stockholderR. 'l'ho 
scription, whether specifically mentioned. herein or not, whether company has five fully cquippe<l manufactUl'ing plants in the 1bitcn 
in whole or in part, including repair parts," seems to di"sttlrh State;.;-the largest anu most complete of their kind in the wot'ld - anu u one plant now in process of coni:;truction in Canada. 1.rhroogh its -,·:arc-
thc C-C].uilibriillll of the gentleman from Illinois [M:r. MANN ] as hon ses in various parts of the country it will he able to mu.kc th " r:iost 
well ns the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNGWORTII], because they economical distribution of its manufactured product. It also owns tim-
say l·t 1·s hard to t"ll what 1·s meant by the lanc:uage contai·n"d berlnnd, coal, ore, blast furnace and steel property, by means of wh ich 

" ~ " it ought to bo able to accomplish important economy in the cost of raw 
in this part of the !Jill. Mr. MANN, while assaulting this part matc'i·ial. 
of the bill frequently turned to gentlemen on this side of the Like Alexander of old, tllis one trust has conquered 45,000,000 
Ch::i.mber and to gentlemen on his own side n11d on scn~rnl people in this country. It lms gone to the Dominion of Can:1d.a. 
occasions facetiously asked the question, "What are agricultural It has crossed the Atlantic Ocean, antl is to-day bearding the 
implements!" "What constitutes agricultural implements?" RuEsian bear in his den. And in less than 10 yen.rs it will be 
And for 30 minutes he i~ead into the record from a catalogue compelling the peasants of southern Russia aml Sibcrin to pay 
published by Peter Henderson & Co. containing different items, a tribute to it, exactly as it is levying its tribute npon 90,000,000 
and. asked the question, as to whether or not these things-- of people in this country to-day. [Applause on the Democratic 
saws, pruning knives, axes, and so forth-were agricultural illl- side.] By reason of its combination, it may be able to eco­
plements. Does the real fear of the gentlemen on that side of nomicnlly build these machines and to economjcally distribute 
the Chamber consist in the fact that they are in doubt as to the them, but has that economy inured to th<Y benefit of the Arneri­
true meaning of the bill, or tlocs their fear consist in the fact can farmer? Before this trust was organized, in Hl02, the 
that possibly under this part of the bill things may be admitted farmers of the country bought their lJinders at prices not to 
free of duty that gentlemen on that side of the Chamber do not exceed $110, or $115 at most, but since the organization of this 
want admitted free of duty? If the language of the bill under trust every farmer to-clay is charged a uniform price for his 
consideration or any part of it is doubtful of construction, I will binder of not less than $12G. 
remind the gentlemen that when the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill But this is not all. Rending from the speech of my friend 
became a law you establisht!d a customs court to try ancl de- Mr. 1\1.A.NN, a letter written to him by the International Har­
termine questions relating to imports, and before the special vester Co., in which they object to taking the dnty off of fn1;m­
session of Congress adjourned you put through an appropria- ing implements in the way in which we propose to do it, by a 
tion of $100,000 for the purpose of equipping this court, pro- general bill, instead of by reciprocity, this great trust sub­
viding it with five judges, a ma.f'shal, a clerk, and all para- sfantially says in its letter, from which I llavc quoted, "Let the 
phernalia necessary to a complete equipment of the court. Govermnent of the United States trade with some other Gov-

If there be any doubt in the language in any pnrt of the ernruent some other commo(lity not manufactured by us, and 
bill under considerntion, let the customs court decide exnetly take the duty off · of the other co:rilmqdity, thereby letting the 
whnt is meant by the language contained in the bill. While other Go-vcrnments take our commodity with our rate of duly in 
the gentleman from Illinois may be in doubt as to what are force in this country upon agricultural implements." The stnte­
agricultural implements, I desire to sny to him that a few ment bas been repeatedly mad.c here in the last few days by 
years ago a cluss of men were wise enough to determine what g.eutJemen 011 the other side of this Chamber tlmt we haxe free 
are agricultural implements, n.n<l as a resu.tt of their combined trade with other nations in farming implements. 
wisdom they immediately began to form 0 Teat trusts in the I want to read -a part of a letter, dated April 25, 1911, froJil 
agricultural-implement trade. One of the fh..st of these trusts Mr. Curtis, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, to me. In 
was the Allis-Chalmers Co., known as the Machinery Trust, speaking about reciprocal trado between this country and other 
u.n alliance of the Steel Corporation, incorporated. in l\lay, nations in agricultural instruruents, be says : 
1901. Capitalized for $36,2i:JO,OOO, the market value of this r have the honor to advise you that the principal countries which 
stock is $10,600,000; the watered stock, $25,650,000. It has a admit free all or part of the implements there mentioned arc the 
monopoly in this line of trade. The farmers of the country United Kingdom, Argentine Ilcpublic, and Russia. 
are annually assessed. not less than 7 per cent in order to pay a In their letter to Mr. MA.i~N they complain of the high rr.tc of 
di\idend upon this watered stock, which represents no ·rnlue duty Russia has against the American agricultural implements, 
and hating no property whatevGr behind it. yet the Secretary of the Treasury informs me that as between 

Tl.le next trust formed by these wise men was tlle American the United States and Russia we have free trade in farming 
Fork & Hoc Co., known as the Farming Tool Trust, organ- implements. What is the purpose of the Harv~ster . Trust in 
ized in 1902, and controls 80 per cent of this line of trade going to Russi.a. and there lJuilding its plant? Can it be that 
throughout the ceuntry, having all the clements of a monopoly I they want to employ cheap labor? 
in it. It was capitalized for $4,336,000, and the market value of .Another paragraph of the bill und.er consideration proposes to 
the stock $2,000,0CO, having in it $2,336,000 of watered stock put "grain, buIT, split, rough and sole leather, hand, bem1. or 
on which the farmers of the country are again assessed to pay beltlng leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief rnluc 
divid.eucls at the rate of 7 per cent. The next, International of leather, ma<le from cattle hides and cattle skins of wll:-t !eYer 
Harvester Co., known as the Harvester Trust, under Morgan's weights of cattle, of the bovine specie, including calfskins, and 
influence. This great trust was organized in 1902. The next harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or in vurts, finisb e:l or 
wa!> the .Arnericnn Seeding Machine Co., known as the Seeding unfinished, composed wholly or in chief vnlue of leather; nrnl 
Machine Trust. Capitn.l stock issued, $15,000,000; market value leather -cut into shoe uppers, or vamps, or other forms sni t:1hlc 
of this stock, $8,500,000; watered stock, $11,500,000. for conversion into manufactured articles," upon the free list . 

. As ::omp:ired with this monster all the other trusts relating The gentleman on the other side assaulted this parugraph nf the 
to farming implements of uny kind sink into obscurity. It will bill upon the ground that it would be unfair to the tann0:·s oC 
be remcmlJcred tbat _this huge concern, nllied. with the steel cor- the country to put leather upon the free list because a rnte of 
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duty was upon tanner's extracts, and that to put these goods stock and $550,000,000 common stock, representing water. The 
upon the free list would strike down the leather industry, to- market value of this stock in December, 1903, was $760,000,000; 
getller with the boot and shoe indush·y of the country. Grant watered stock, $340,000,000. The farmers of the country arc 
that tanning extracts used by the tanners arc upon the dutiable annually assessed not less than 7 per cent upon this watered 
list, what ha.Ye the tanners been compelling us to do since 1902? stock, for the sole purpose of enabling the Steel Trust to pay n 

Who constitutes the t:mners? It is composed and made up of dividend upon stock hn:ving- no Yalue whatever and represented 
the Leather Trusts. The statement was maue on the floor this by no tangible property. The bill under consideration proposes 
morning that there is no such thing as a Boot nnd SlJoe Trust to put "buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour, and semiolins, 
in tllis country. I know nothing about this; but I do know rye flour, bran, middlings and other offals of grain, oatmeal, 
that there is such a thing in this counh·y as a Leather Trust, and rolled oats, and all prepared cerenl foods, and biscuit, bread, 
and that this trust has been in full force and operation for the 

1 
wafers, and similar articles not sweetened" upon the free list. 

past Sor JO years, and tllat it has levied a tribute upon everyone 1 This lJUrngrnph of tbe bill f?ecms to worry my Republicn.n 
who buys an.cl uses leather in any of its forms to pay a uividend friends., especially the gentleman from Illinois [:Mr. MANN]. He 
upon its watered stock. The .. American Hide & Leather Co., callecl l'Jarticulnr attention to tbc language, "all prepared cereal 
known as the Upper Leather Trust, incorporated May 3, foods," and repenteuly asked the question as to what was meant 
18Dn. controls 55 per cent of the lenthcr products of the country. by cereal foods, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH] 
Capital stock issued, par \alue, $32,716,000; market ni.lue of tbis I seemed to be Yery much perturbed o\er the same language as to 
stock, $7,u00,000; watered. stock, $25,21G,OOO. This is not all. wlJat was mennt by it. 

Tile United Stntes Leather Co., knoTI·n as the Leather I may not know myself, Ur. Chairman, exactly what is meant 
Trust, total cnpitnl issued., par Yalue $130,444,600; the mar- by the l::rnguage "cereal food." But there was a class of men 
ket Yalue of tllis•stock, ~60,000,000; watered stock, $70,444,GOO. in this country a few years ago who knew exactly what was 
It controls from 60 to 75 11Cr cent of the leather business of co\ered. by the language cereal food, and they were quick to 
the country. The watered. stock in these two trusts alone discoYer that the people of the country were getting these 
amounts to $D5,G60,600, upon which e-rery man who buys a necessities of life too cheap, and in order to increase their 
pair of shoes for his wife ancl chilillen must pay tribute to vrofits, they began the creation of a food trust, until to-day 
the end that di-ridencls may be paid upon this watered stock. we llaYc in Ol)eration four large food trusts, all engaged in 
I answer the gentlemen on that sicle of the Chamber who cry increasing the price of these necessities of life to the people. 
"an unfair dcnl" because of the fact that tanning extracts One of these, known as the "Hominy Trust," capit.tl stock 
uscc1 IJy tanners are upon the dutiable list, that more tban issueu $4,500,000, market value of this stock $2,000,000, watered · 
90,000,000 of people are annually assessed an enormous rnte stock issued $2,500,000. The Western Cereal Co., known as 
of duty to enable these trusts to pay a divi<lend upon stock the "Oatmeal Trust," total capital stock issued $4,344,000, 
issuetl by them haying no value whate\er. This same benevolent mnrkct \alue of stock issued $2,3'55,000, watered stock issued 
Leatber Trust came to Congress two years ago, plellged the $2,000,000. The Quaker Oats Co., known as the" Cereal Trust," 
people far and wide that if Congress would put hides upon the capital stock issned $12,446,050, market value of stock issued 
free list that the people would be able to buy the finished $8,350,000, watered stock issnecl. $4,096,050. National Biscuit 
leather commodity cheaper. They wrote e\ery Member of Co., known ns the "Cracker Trust," capital stock issued $56,­
Coni:ress asking that hides be put on the free list; they pro- 524,000, market Yalue $37,500,000, watered stock $19,024,000. 
cureu the merchants throughout our districts to write letters The bill furtlJer propoRe to put "beef, YCU1, mutton, lamb, pork, 
asking us to Yote for free hides, and telling us that if we nnu meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, pickled, dri~d, smoked, 
woul<l do so the people would. get cheaper boots, shoes, leather, d.rcsscd or undressed, prepared or preserved in any manner; 
and so forth. Hides went upon the free list. The Govern- l>acon, hams, shoulclers, lard, lard compound, and lard substi­
ment lost annually something like $2,000,000 which lJad gone tutes; and sausage, and sausage meats'' upon the free list. 
into the Treasury of the United States annually by reason of This part of the bill likewise creates consternation in the camp 
a duty of 15 per cent on hides. But did the people get chenper of the gentleman across tlle aisle for fear that it may have some 
boots, shoes, and leather goods after hides had been pL'lced effect upon the great Meat Trust of the country. 
on tbe free list? Not so. The Leather Trust had decreed . l\Ir. Chairman,«! hn\e no data later than 1004 as to the total 
otherwise. Instead of the people getting cheaper finished capitaJization of the Meat Trust in this country. But I submit 
lentl:er goods, the Leather Trust by means of controlling the the following data: 
hide market immediately increased the price of the finished !Jlcat Trust. 
commodity to the consumer. ·My judgment is before the price NA'.l'IOX.!.T; PACKI:!'fa co. 
of finished leather goods comes down to the consumer these Authorized capital stock-_____________________________ $15, ooo, ooo 
things must be put upon the free list. Aimoun & co. 

Instead of defending the Leather Trust in this country, as C<tpitnl stock authorized_____________________________ 20, ooo, ooo 
gentlemen on that side ha\e attempted to do, I want to defend swmT & co. 
the !J0,000,000 of people in this country who consume in some Authoc·ized capital stock----------------------------- 35, ooo, ooo 
way the finished commodity of the hide. [.Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Tlle CII.AlRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to 

the ~cntleman from Ohio? 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman for a ques­

tion. 
l\lr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman claim that this 

bill puts women's nnd children's shoes upon the free list? 
Mr. COX of Indiana. No; I did not say that. But I will say 

to tllc gentleman very frankly that if I had the writing of this 
bill I would put the lentller schedule on the free list. But I 
recognize that we can not accomplish all in one measure. We 
can not rectify a wrong th:i.t has been 40 years in builcling 
by one bill. We can only accomplish it piecemeal at a time. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

W c propose to ·put "barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire 
strands, or wire rope, wire woven or manufactured for wire 
fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for fencing, includi-ng 
wire staples," upon the free list. My friend, Mr. MANN, is very 
much afraid of the language contained. in this part of the bill· 
afrnill the language is broad enough to admit free of duty cer: 
tain kinds of wire not plainly contained in this paragraph. 

1\f r. SHACKLEFORD. A clothesline, for example. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes; a clothesline. But my only fear 

Mr. Clmirman, is that it will not be broad enough to admit 
things into this country under the wire scllcdule tll,at ought to 
come in free of duty. This part of the bill uncler consideration 
strikes a blow at the great Steel Trust. This trust was organ­
ized and capitalized for $1,100,000,000, $550,000,000 preferred. 

:XOTITII rACJ;:IXG & rnOVISION co. 
Authorized capital stock issued _____________________ _ 

JOII:-i r. SQUI:nES & CO. 

(Capital stock authorized.) 
Cumulative preferred---------------------- $1, 500, 000 
Common stock____________________________ G, 000, 000 

Total stock issued __________________________ _ 
SCJIWARZSClIILD & SULZBEilQER CO. 

(Capital stock authorized.} 
CapltD.l stock issued----------------------------------

ST. LOUIS DRESSED BEEF & rnoVISION co. 

Capital stock---------------------------------------
LIBBY, M'NEIL & LIBBY. 

Capital stock issued----------------------------------

2,400,000 

7,500,000 

5,000,000 

1,12G,OOO 

2,000,000 

Total capitalization of all the Meat Trust________ 88, O~G. 000 

I have no doubt but what the total capitalization of the Meat 
Trusts is two or three times larger than the above figures, and 
all the people of the country arc to-day being taxecl for the 
benefit of these trusts to the end that they may be able to pay a 
dividend upon watered stock. 'l'hese figures show a startling 
condition of affairs in this country. The o\ercapitaliz.'.ltion of 
these great trusts, the watered stock issuod by them, upon which 
the people are annually assessed an enormous amount of money, 
for the sole purpose of paying dividends upon stock having no 
tangible value whatever is, indeed, a subject to which the people 
may well turn their attention. I think this is one of the prime 
cnuses of the increased cost of living. The data I have giyen 
shows that in these trusts alone the Illil.I'ket value of the stock is 
$987,125,000, while the watered. stock represents $73S,G77~G50. 
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The people are assessed 7 per cent upon this watered stock, 
representing no value whatever, and it means taking from them 
each year more than $50,000,000 of their money to pay divi­
dends upon no tangible property whatever, and the trusts and 
capitalization of the same here given by me represents a Yery 
small per cent of the total capitalization of all the trusts in 
the country. It is this, and this alone, that is malting the bur­
dens of the people greater than they can bear; and if by putting 
these things on the free list it will eYen tend toward restoring 
competition in the trade in which these trusts are engaged, it 
will haYe -sen-eel its purpose and ser1ed it well. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, · I move that the com­
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
· Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the 

Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
!Jill (H. R. 4413) placing agricultural implements and other 
articles on the free list, and bad come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle­
man, the chairman of the Wass and Means Committee, when 
be proposes to close the general debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that I have a number of 
requests yet for time, and it looks like the debate would run 
several days longer. I haye no desire to cut off general debate, 
and I am unable to answer the gentleman exactly. 

1\Ir. AUSTIN. There are quite a number of gentlemen ab­
sent who would like to be present, of course, when the vote is 
taken. Does the gentleman think he will finish this week? 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I hope so. I hope to get through by 
Thursday, but I want every man who wants to make a speech 
to ha-ve the opportunity to do so. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, reference of the bill H. R. 293G was 
changed from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

WITIIDRAWAL OF PA.PERS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers with the bill (II. R. 25 23) providing payment of the 
Tolunteers in the Cayuse Indian War, Sixty-first Congress, sec­
ond session, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Loun, by unanimous consent, was given feave to withdraw 
from: the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 
the case of George II. Keating, Fifty-ninth Congress, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania., by unanimous consent, was gh'en 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Daniel Hilliard, Sixty-first Con­
gress, no ad-verse reporting ha-ving been made thereon. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. UJliTDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that until this bill II. R. 4413, the tariff. bill, is disposed of, the 
daily hour of meeting of the House shall be at 11 a. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani­
mous consent that until the tariff bill, II. R. 4413, is disposed 
of the daily hour of meeting of the House shall be at 11 a. m. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. ML~. That is with the understanding that, ordinarily, 
the House will adjourn about 5 o'clock? 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; my idea is that instead of running 
until G at night, it is better to convene at 11 in the morning 
and adjourn about 5. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. U::NDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned 
until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow, Tuesday, May 2, 1911. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS A.}.TD 
RE SOL UTIO.r .... S. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. TOWNSEJ\TD, from the Committee on the Library, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H .• R. G733) to ac­
cept and fund the bequest of Gertrude M. Hubbard, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
15), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, A1'"TI ME.MORIA.LS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo­

riaJs were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Ur. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8137) authorizing the taking of 

depositions in any district or circuit court of the United States 
in certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 8138) to establish Ash­
tabula, Ohio, a subport of entry in the customs collection dis­
trict of Cuyahoga, Ohio, and for other purpoE?es; to the Com­
mittee oa Ways ·and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. PRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 8J39) providing for pur­
chase of a site and erection thereon of a public buikling at 
Martins Ferry, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Pub­
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Ily Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8140) to amend the 
act of February G, 1907, of the pension laws so as to include 
artisans and members of the construction corps of the United 
States Army; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~fr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8141) to fnrtller increase the 
e1liciency of the Organized Militia of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 1\Iilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8142) to further increase the efficiency 
of tlle Organized Militia of the United States; to the Committee 
on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 8143) granting pensions to me-IDbers of 
the military organization of 18G2 known as" Squirrel Hunters"; 
to the Committee on l\filitary Affairs. 

By l\fr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 8144) to reguJate and in­
crease the efficiency of the . personnel of the United States 
NnYy and l\Inrine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ily l\fr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8145) to pro­
Yide for the appointment of a commission to investigate memo­
rial nnd burial place of Maj . Gen. Arthur Saint Clair; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By 1\Ir. PRIKCE: .A bill (H. R. 8146) to construct a bridge 
across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of 
Illinois; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8147) to establish a fish­
cultnral station in the Stnte of Utah; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By l\Ir. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 8148) to provide for tlle 
erection of a public building at Bangor, Me.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8149) to in­
crease the pensions of those who have lost one eye or hnxe be­
come totaJly blind in one eye from causes occurring in the mili­
tary or na,al service of the United States; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By l\fr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8150) autllorizing the 
improvement of the Government road in LauderdaJe County, 
Ala., from the Muscle Shoals Canal to the Huntsville Hond, and 
the extension of the same from the intersection of the Go1ern­
ment Road, 111.orence and Huntsville Roa.els, to l!'lorence, a dis­
tance of 8 miles; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill ( H. R. 8151) providing for the 
adjustment of the grant of lands in a.id of the construction of 
the Corvallis nnd Yaquina Bay military wagon road nud of 
conflicting claims to lands within the limits of said grant; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8102) to provide for entering the surfaces 
of certain mineral lands in Alabama; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, n !Jill (H. R. 8153) granting certain lands belonging to 
the United States and situated in the Stnte of Alabama to the 
State of Aln!Jama for the use and benefit of the common schools 
of that State; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) to amend section 13 of the naturali­
zation law; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza­
tion. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) to further reguJate the exclusion of 
undesirable aliens from admission into the United States; to the 
Committee on Immigration and NaturaJization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8156) to pay rural mail carriers the sum 
of 10 cents per mile per day for each mile and fraction of a 
miJe on routes of over 24 miles; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 8157) giving rural mail carriers holiday on 
the 25th day of December of eacll year; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\fr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8158) to prevent 
graft by prohibiting the giving or receiving of gifts, employ­
ment, or . compensation from certain corporations by SenatorR, 
Representatives, Delegates, or Resident Commissioners in the 
Congress of the United States, or Senators, Representative~. 
Delegates, or Resident Commissioners elect, and the judges and 
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justices of the Unite<.l States courts, and prescribing penalties 
ther efor; to the Committee on the Judicta1·y. • 

By l\Ir. AMES: A bill (H. R. 8159) to regulate the business 
of insurance within the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Al so, a bill (H. R. 8160) proYilling for the acquisition of a 
site and tbe erection of a building ther eon for the accprnmo­
dati ou of the Unitecl States post office at Reading, 1\Iuss. ; to 
the Committee on Public Builclings and Groum1s. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 142) in favor of closer trade rela­
tions with Canada; to the Committee on Wuys ancl l\Ienns. 

PRIVATE BILLS AJ\1D RESOLUTIO.:. ~ s. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills ancl resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8161) granting an increase of 

pension to Francis 1\f. Whitelaw; to the Committee on Inn11icl 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8162) grunting an incre:i.se of pension to 
Joseph H. Koch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8103) granting an incre:,\se of pcm.ion to 
John Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A 1so, a bill (II. R. 81G4) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Goldsteiu; to the Committee on Pensions. 

BJ· 1\Ir. Al\IE S : A l>ill (H. R. 8Hl5) granting an increase of 
pent:ion to John· O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid P en­
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8166) grunting an increnee of pension to 
Joseph Holtham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81G1) grunting a pension to Joseph Taylor; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 8168) grunting an increase of pension to 
Etta A. Richnr<lson; to the Committee on Invali<l Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8169) granting an increase of pension to 
James Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81'i0) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dem11sey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) grantin<.,. nn increase of pension to 
Thomas McDonough; to the Committee on InYali<l. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) gran tini; an increase of pension to 
William A. Winslow; to the Committee on I nrnli<l Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Al~o, a bill (H. R. 8174) granting an increase of pension to 

Alden Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (II. R. 8175) grnnting :in increase of pension to 

Marcus M. Bancroft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) granting an increase of pension to 

David Curran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 8177) granting an increase of pension to 

William H. Courser; to the Committee on Invnli<l Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) granting an increase of vcnsion to 

John O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bi~l (H. R. 8179) granting an incrense of pension to 

Helena l\i. Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensi~ns. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to 

Fannie S. Livers; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8181) granting an increase of pension to 

Patrick Deverix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8182) granting an increase of pension to 

Lewis Zaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8183) granting an increase of pension to 

Frnnk W. Buxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) granting an increase of pension to 

Michael Dolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8185) granting an increase of pension to 

Mary Austin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Uso, a bill (II. R. 8186) granting an "increase of pension to 

William EJ. Golden; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to 

Fannie A. Nowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H. R . 8188) granting an increase of pension to 

Harriet F . McGinnis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8189) grunting an incrensc of pension to 

1\Iark Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8190) granting an increase of pension to 

John S. Cochrane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also-, a bill (II. R. 8191) granting an increase of pension to 

Alma l i1 Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid ·Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8192 ) granting an increase of pension ·to 

E<lrnund Coburn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. rt 8193 ) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles II. Mcintire ; t o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8194) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Hastings ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) granting an increase of pension to 
George H . Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (ll. R. 819G) granting un increase of pension to 
Kirk F. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R . 8107) gr'a.nting an increase of pension to 
Lucy W. Carter; to the Committee on Iffrnlid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (:EI;. R. 8198) granting an increase of pension to 

William Duffy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, n bill (H. R. 8199) granting an increase of pension to 

Walter White; to the Committee on Pensions . 
.Also, a bill (II. R. 8200) granting an increase of pension to 

Annie G. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) granting an increase of pension to 

Louis S. Smith; to the Committee on Im-a.lid Pensions. 
Also, n. bill (H. R . 82().2) granting an increase of pension to 

Mark Gleason; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. Il. 8203) granting an increase of pension to 

1\Iichnel Lonergan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8204) granting an increase of pension to 

Chn rles H. Mcintire; to tlrn Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 8205) granting an increase of pension to 

:Mi clrnel E. Breck; to the Committee on Pensions. 
lso, n bill ( H. R. 8206) granting an increase of pension to 

James W. Grayson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8207) granting an increase of pension to 

Wi1liam Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) granting an increase of pension to 

Willinm D. Lamb; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) granting an increase of pension to 

Winslow Russell; to the Committee on In.valid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension t o 

Fannie L. Edgerton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A1so, n. bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to 

James E. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also; a bill (H. R. 8212) gmnting an increase of pension to 

Martin Larney: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, n bi11 ( H. n. 8213) granting an increase of pension to 

l\Iary Eaton Livin~ston; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. n. 821-1) granting an increase of pension to 

John W . :McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
AJso, a bill (H. R. 8215) granting an increase· of pension t o 

Emma Thurston; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Al so, a bill ( H . R. 821G) granting a.n increase of pension to 

Levi J. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to 

Walter H. Farwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.. Also, n bill (H. R. 8218) gr:inting an increase of pension to 

Josiah B. Kinsman; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pl'nsions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 821!)) grunting an increase of pension to 

William J . Bastian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) grunting an increase of pension to 

Dennis Sulliyan; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8221) grnnting an increase of pension to 

Kate T. Dimon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R . 8222) granting an increase of pension to 

Ezekiel R. Morse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H. R. 8223) granting an incrense of pension to 

Willirun I. Bastian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A1so, a bill (H. R. 8224) granting a pension to Peter Breen; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 822u) granting a pension to Inez 1\I. Brig­

ham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R . 8226) granting a pension to John Collins; 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to George S. 

Kittredge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 822S) granting a pension to John Sullivan; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8229) granting a pension to Frank Ma­

guire; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (iI. R. 8230) granting a pension to Algernon Wey­

mouth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 8231) granting a pension to Dennis H. 

Finn ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8232) granting a pension to Frank Austin ; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 8233) granting a pension to Michael Laner­

gan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Also, a bill (H . R. 8234 ) granting a pension t o Thomas H . 

Bailey ; t o the Committee on Im·alld Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8235) granting a pension to Eleanor Chase; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) granting a pension to Marcelia E. 
Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8237) grantin~ a pension to Charles J. 
Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) granting a pension to James Burke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8239) granting a _pension to James E. 
l\:fcKenna; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) granting a pension to. l\Iargaret E. 
Canty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to Arthur Craw­
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, Also, a bill (H. R. 8242) granting a pension to Josephine 
McFarland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8243) granting a pension to Henry Reilly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Winfield S. 
Hunter; to the Committee on In•alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) granting a pension to Michael Dolan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to William Fair­
brother; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8247) correcting the military record of 
Edward McLaughlin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8248) to correct the military record of 
Orlando Lawrence; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8249) to correct the military record of 
Alonzo Vining; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8250) for the relief of Charles U. Peirce; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8251) for the relief of Daniel Walsh; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Hercules Vancourt; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8253) for the relief of Henry C. Bliss· to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8254) for the relief of Michael H. Farrell · 
to the Committee on Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8255) for the relief of Matthew Hogan· to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 8~~G) for the relief of Patrick McGarry; 
to the Committee on 1\11htary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) for the relief of Charles Bates; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of Orlando Lawrence; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) for the relief of Dennis E. White, 
administrator of the estate of Buckner and Sarah Henderson, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of the estate of Mark 
S. Gorrill; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H .. R. 8261) in the interest of Gilbert P. Cotton; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) to remove charge of desertion against 
Lawrence Martin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) granting permission to Col. John P. 
Wisser to accept a photograph of the Emperor of Germany, pre­
sented by the German -Empire; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (II. R. 8264) to correct 
the military record of Samuel Cole; to the Committee on l\.Iill­
tary Affairs. 

A1so, a bill (H. R. 8265) to correct the military record of 
James L. Bowers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) to correct the military record of 
James Ilurroes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) to correct the military record · of 

William H. Taylor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) to correct the military record of 

r_,yman Knapp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) to correct' the military record of John 

M. Bassler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) to correct the military record of 

Charles Beach; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) to correct the military record of 

John Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8272) to correct the military reco1~d of 

Charles E. Creager; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 8273) to correct the military record of 

George W. Dall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) to correct the military record of 
Charl~s Hotelling; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8275) to correct the military record of 
Lewis Corfman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8276) for the relief of Samuel Cole; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8277) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Samuel Zellner; to the 
Corn mi ttee on l\lili tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8278) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin F. Church; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Dy :Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8279) granting an in­
crease of pension · to William T. Anderson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Dy .Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8280) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

Dy Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8281) granting a 
pension to Catharine Beard; to the Committee on In•alid Pen­
sions. 

Dy Mr. BURNETT: A bill (II. R. 8282) granting a.n increase 
of pension to Henry T. Steffey; to the Committee on Im·alid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shafer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma H. Cooper; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8285) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Russell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of pension to 
William Murdock; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8287) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos L. Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8288) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis 1\1. England; to the Committee on In•nlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8280) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Reid; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Amos; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Il. Minton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A1so, a bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension to Samuel D. 
Minor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8204) granting a pension to Annie Abney; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) granting a pension to Jesse G. Lott; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) granting a pension to Pauline E. 
Hank; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8297) granting a pension to John II. 
Pepper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, G. bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8299) granting a pension to Posey Dobbs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to Lawson L. 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8301) granting a pension to William F. 
Hass; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8302) granting a pension to Daniel T. 
Youngblood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) granting a pension to P. J. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8304) granting a pension to Seborn Fas­
sett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8305) granting a pension to Mary Cole­
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8306) granting a pension to Susan M. 
Burns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Hullett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8308) granting a pension to Jerry Wild­
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John F. 
Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Henry Mor­
ris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8311) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Driskell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) granting a pension to J. L. Mar­

but, alias John Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8313) granting a pension to Alexander 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 8314) granting a pension to Daniel B. 
Norwood ·; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8315) granting a pension to James M. 
Ledbetter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A.lso, a bill (H. n. 8316) granting a pension to Nancy L. 
Kirby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8317) granting a pension to Mary Walls; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8318) for the relief of D. W. Jarrett; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8319) for the relief of Mary Trayler; to 
the Committee on War Claims. . 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8320) for the relief of Nathan Whitaker; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8321) for the relief of Mrs. S. V. Rurks, 
late postmaster at Vinemont, Ala.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8~22) for the relief of A.. L. Hays ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R 8323) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Wil­
loughby; to the Committee on War Claims. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8324) for the relief of James D. Evans; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

'.Also, a bill (H. n. 8325) for the relief of W. D. Olay and 
others, heirs of James w .. Olay, deceased; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8326) for the relief of Jesse J. Kenneuy; to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of the estate of A.Hen 
T. Estes, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8328) for the relief of the estate ·of Eliza­
beth Blakemore, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8329) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert A. Godsey; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8330) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of F. M. Bruce; to the Committee on 
Mill tury · Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph A. Choate; to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) to remove the' charge of desertion 
from the military record of James W. Gutherie; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A.lso, a bill ( H. R. 8333) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Denson; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 8334) to authorize James Pitts .to select 

lands in lieu of lands lost by reason of the act of June 3, 1856, 
granting lands to certain railroad companies; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 8335) for the relief of the heirs of A. :M. 
Harton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

A.lso, a bill (·H. R. 8336) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Oak Bowery, Ala. ; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8337) granting an 
increase of pension to A.ylette F. Butler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A. bill (H. R. 8338) granting a pension 
t.o Jacob Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 833D) for the relief of 
Ella H. Candy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief of 
Felix Scott Chambers; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8341) for the relief of Richard J. Thomas; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) for the relief of J. V. Thomas; to 

the Committee on War Claims. 
Ily l\fr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8343) to carry into effect 

the findings of the Court of Claims in case of Trustees of Walnut 
Grove Baptist Church, of Gibson County, Tenn.; to the Com­
mittee on War Claims. 

Ily Mr. GOEKE: A-lill (H. R. 8344) to remove the charge of 
desertion · from the record of George T. Silvers; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 8345) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Solomon Smith; to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

XLVII-54 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8346) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan S. Parson; to the Committee o~ Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 8347) granting an increase of pension to 
William Briney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8348) granting an increase of pension to 
Orin Haworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8349) granting an increase of pension to 
Erasmus B. Manahan; to · the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

Also, a l>ill (H. R. 8350) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 83ul) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8352) granting a pension to Henry 0. 
Hyre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8353) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEALD : A bill ( H. R. 8354) granting an increase of 
pension to Rosaline V. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8355) to reimburse George 
Heiner, postmaster at Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage stamps; 
to the Oommi ttee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. HULL: A bill (H. R. 83'56) granting a pension to 
Virgil Gunnells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Al~o, a bill (H. R. 83U7) granting a pension to l\Iargn.ret L. 
Pistole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83G8) granting an incrense of pension to 
vYilliam Glad.man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8359) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8360) granting an increase of pension to 
Ade Hayes Garrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8361) granting an increase of pension to 
Dock Keeton; to tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8362) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 836-3) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Guy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8364) granting a pension to Julian F. 
Toney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ily Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 8365) granting two 
acres of land to school district No. 44, Chelan County, Wash.; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Ily Mr. 1\IcGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 8366) granting a 
pension to John Aldrich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. :MAl.~: A bill (H. R. 8367) granting an increase of 
pension to Leroy S. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836-8) granting an increase of pension to 
.John J. Kane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 836D) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter S. E. Hansen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) granting a pension to .Ann Rees; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ily Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8371) grant­
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Keck ; to the Com­
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8372) granting an increase of pension to 
Minnie A.. Piety; to the Committee on Invalicl Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8373) granting an in­
crease of pension to Maria Hanley; to the Committee on Iurnlid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 8374) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Waldron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

L\lso, a bill (H. R. 8375) granting an increase nf pension to 
Richard J. Burgess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RA.KER: A bill (II. n. 8316) for the relief of William 
F. Stewart, United States Army, retired; to the Committee ou 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8377) to carry into 
effect the findings of the Court of Claims in favor of the 
trustees of Decatur Lodge, No. 52, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, of Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8378) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph W. Bivens; to the Committee on Inmlid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (II. R. 8379) granting an increase 
of pension to Jasper W. Shoemaker; to the Committee on Inva­
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8380) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas L. Stringer; to the Committee 
on In valid Pensions. 
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' Also, a bill (H. R. 83Sl) granting an increase of pension to 
.Alplleus Iliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL : A bill (H. R. 8382) to provide for the re­
funding of certain moneys illegally assessed and co.llected in 
the ilistrict of Utah; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS·. ETC. 

Under clau~e 1 of Rule 'XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Dr . .A. Ra,ogli and other resi­
dents of Cincinnati, Ohio, to have lemons placed on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHilROOK: Petition of Homming & Rice and G 
other merchants of ~falvern, Ohio, in opposition to the parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wis~onsin: Papers to accompany H . R. 
SWS, for an increase of pension for Ira McDonald, of Sheboy­
gnn County, State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Invalid 
P ensions. 

By i\ir. CARY: Petitions of Pfister & Vogel Leather Co., Mil­
wauk~ Wis., favoring the establishment of a permanent Tariff 
Commission; Wood Commission Co., l\filwauke~ Stockyards Co., 
Milwaukee Live Stock Exchange, and Graham Bros., all of 
Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the placing of meats on the 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DA VIS of Minnesota : Petition of Commercial Cl~b, 
Winthrop, Minn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Commit­
tee on Ways and i\Ieans. 

By .Mr. FULLER: Petition of Desnoyers Shoe Co., of St 
Louis, Mo., protesting against placing shoes on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and l\feans. 

By :i.\[r, H.AMMOND: Petition of John l\forrow und 36 others, 
of l\fnpleton, l\Iinn., protesting against Cn.nadian reciprocity; to 
the Committee on 'Vays and l\Ieans. 

Br .JUr. HXNNA..: Petition of citizens of the Stn.te of North 
Bnkotn against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and 1Uenns. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., against 
pn.rcels post Jnw; citizens of Edmore, N. Duk., fa,oring H. R. 
2651, known as the Hanna bill, providing for paying additional 
compensation to the rural free de1h-ery carriers; to the Com­
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. HEA..LD: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 4, Patri­
otic Order Sons of America, Wilmington, Del., in favor of 
stricter laws relating to immigration; to the Committee on Im­
migration and Naturalization. 

By .:..Ir. KAHN: Resolution of General Guy V. Henry Camp, 
No. 3 United Spanish War Veterans, favoring the repeal of the 
;ntic~nteen law of February 2, 1001; to the Committee on i\Iili­
tary .Affairs. 

Bv l\Ir. O'SH.AUNESSY: Petition of Central Labor Union 
of '\roonsocket, H.. I., insisting upon having the battleship New 
York built in n Government navy yard in compliance with the 
law of 1910; to the Committee on rraval Affairs. 

By 1Ur. PALMER: Resolutions of l\IiHmen's Local No .. 5, . 
Americnn Brotherhood of Slnte Workers, Bangor, Pa., fa'ormg 
amendment of oleomar,.,arin~ ln.w; to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of :i\fassachusetts: Resolutions of the 
classified civfl-ser,ice employees of the Boston N:Hy Yard, 
fa,oring the enactment into Jaw of the so-called Austin bilJ, and 
known as H. R . 32840 ; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Sernce. 

Also, resolutions of the Parnell Club, of Roxbury ilistrict, 
Boston l\'Iass., against the new arbitration trcnty with Great 
Britn.ir{; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of D. C. Collier, ilirector general 
Panama-California Exposition, San Francisco, Cal., relative to the 
exposition; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi­
tions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brainerd, l\finn., against arbitra­
tion treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also petition of the Excelsior Chapter of the American 
Wome~'s League, favoring the parcels-post bill; to the Commit­
tee on the Post Office and Post Ronds. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Papers to accompany bills 
granting increase of pension to Alpheus Iliff and Thomas L. 
Stringer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

TuESDAY, lJJ ay 2, 1911. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D.J ns 

follows: 
Eternal God, source of all wisdomf strength, and purity, help 

us with increasing faith and confidence to draw copiously upon 
Thee for light to guide, strength to sustain, and pUl'ity to shield 
us from the polluting hand of sin, that we may love mercy, do 
justly, and walk humbly with Thee our Father as faithful serv­
ants, and bring forth the fruits of the spirit abundantly, to the 
honor and glory of Thy holy name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

INCOME TAX. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi­
cation from the secretary of state of Tennessee, and directed 
that it be printed in the RECORD and Journal and that it do lie 
upon the Speaker's tn.ble: 

STA.TE 011' TENNESSEE, DEPAllTUENT OF ST.:.~·~:, 
Nashville, April !8, 1911. 

Hon. CII.A:up CLARK, 
Speaker of the Ilouse of Representatives, United States, 

Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: In accordance with the provisions of Senate joint resolu­

tion No. 14 of the Fifty-seventh General Assembly of the S
0

tate. of Ten­
nessee, and by request of bis excellency the governor of Tenness·ee, ·I 
have the honor to transmit to you herewith n duly certified copy of 
said resolution, the same being the action" of the General Assembly of 
Tennessee in ratification of the proposed amendment to the Constitu­
tion of the United States authorizing Congress to lay and collect tuxes 
on incomes. 

Very respectfully, HAI.LG)! w. GOODLOE, 
Secretary of State. 

THE STATE OF TE~XESSEE, 
EXECUTIVE CITAUDER. 

UNITED STATES OF AllIEilICA, State of Tennessee, ss: 
I, Ilen W. Hooper, governor of the State of Tennessee, do hereby 

certify that the following 1s a full, h·ue, and correct copy of Senate 
joint resolution No. 14 of the Fifty-seventh Genqral Assembly of tbe 
State of Tennessee. 

In testimony whereof I ha:ve hereunto set my hand and caused the 
great seal of the State of Tennessee to be affixed. , 

Done at Nashville, the capital, this 18th day of April, A D . 1011. 
Ily the governor : 
(SE~L.) ' REN W. HoorEn. 

HALLUM W. GOODLOE, 
Secretary of State. 

Senate joint resolution 14. 
Whereas the Sixty-first Congress of the United States of .America. at 

its first session, begun nnd holden nt Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, on Uonday, the lGth clay of l\Iarch, lOOD, l>:V joint resolution 
proposed nn amendment to the Constitution of the Unltecl States in 
words nntl figures us follows, to wit: 

"Rcsoli;ed by tlle Senate ancl House of Rcp1·escntatiucs of the Uniteci 
States of A.meriea fa Con(lrcss assembled (tu;o-thirds of each llouse 
eoneurrin!J tlzercin), That the following nrticle is proposed as an amend­
ment to the Constitutlon of the United 8tntes, whicll, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of tho severn l States, shall be valid in 
all intenti:: and purposes a s part of the Constitution : 

"Arn. XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes 
on incomes, from \Vhatever sonrce derived, without apportionment nmong 
tbc several States and without regartl to any census or enumeration." 

Now therefore be it 
Jte.9olvea b11 tltc Senate anci House of Representatives of the State of 

Tc1111cssec, Tlrnt said amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States be, ,n.nrl is l1ereb:v, ratified; nnd bo it further 

Rrsol,;ed, That certified copies of the foregoing preamble nnd resolu­
tion be forwnrded by his excellency the governor of Tenn essco to .the 
President of the Unitetl RtnteR, to tbe Secretary of State of tho Umted 
States, to the Presiding Officer of the United 8tntes Senate, and to the 
Spf'akn of the House of Uepresentatives, · respectively . 

• \.dopted April 7, lDll. 

.Approved, April 11, 1011. 

N. fiAXTEP., Jr •. 
SpcaT.:r.r of tlie Senate. 

A. M. LEACII, 
Speaker of the Ilouso of Representatives. 

BEX W. HoorEn, Governor. 
THE TAIUFF. 

:M:r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Spenker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the ·whole House on the 
state of the Union for tlle further consideration of the bill H. R. 
4413, the free-list bill . 

The motion was agreed to. 
.Accorilingly the Rouse resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on tbe state of the Union for the furU1er 
consideration of the free-list bill, with Mr. ALEXANDER in the 
chair. 

l\lr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen­
tleman from.Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. [Applause.] 

~Ir. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a. great deal of 
interest to the eloquent speech of the gentleman from .Alabama. 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] closing the debate on tlle Canadian reciprocity 
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